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ov a 
Mir, McDOUGALL. I moveto lay the motion 
al all sider upon the table. ; 
“Mr. CAMPBELL. Upon that motion I de- 
ithe yeas and nays. 
The yeas and nays were ordered. 
Mr. FLORENCE, I rise to a question of 
orler, 1 desire to inquire if the gentleman from 
Ohio, who makes the motion to reconsider, voted 
in the affirmative upon ordering the main question ? 
The SPEAKER. There was no division of the 


House upon that question. 


The question was then taken; and the motion 
toided in the negative—yeas 87, nays 104; as | 


ae 


follows: a 
yp As—Messrs. James ©. Allen, Willis Allen, Banks, 
ston, Bliss. Bristow, Bugg, Caruthers, Chamberlain, 
. on. Clark, Cook, Corwin, Cumming, Cutting, John 
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> pan Wentworth, Witte, and Daniel B. Wright—104. 


Davis, Thomas Davis, Dawson, De Witt, Drum, East- 
Eddv, Edgerton, Ellison, English, Etheridge, Ever- 
, Parley, Florence, Gamble, Green, Greenwood, Grey, 
‘'w J. flarlan, Harrison, Hendricks, Henn, Hughes, 
1 con. Knox. Lamb, Lane, Latham, Lindley, Lindsley, 
Aroruilioch, McDougall, Mace, Macy, Matteson, John G. 
Atijler, Nichols, Noble, Norton, Olds, Mordecai Oliver, 
parker, Phelps, Ready, Richardson, Riddle, David Ritchie, 
< Sabin, Sapp, Shannon, Samuel A. Smith, Sol- 
‘oderick P. Stanton, Richard H. Stanton, Hestor 
. Straub, Andrew Stuart, John L. Taylor, 
Nathaniel G. Taylor, Thurston, Tweed, Upham, Wal- 
bridge, Walker, Walley, Warren, Ellihu B. Washburne, | 
V Westbrook, Yates, and Zollicoffer—87. 
\ AY S—Messers. Abercrombie, Aiken, Appleton, Thomas 
li. Bayly, Barksdale, Barry, Belcher, Bell, Bennett, Ben- 
son, Bocock, Boyce, Breckinridge, Bridges, Brooks, Camp- | 
pel!. Carpenter, Caskie, Chase, Chastain, Clingman, Cobb, 
Colouitt, Cox, Craige, Crocker, Cullom, Dick, Dickinson, 
Disney, Dunbar, Edmands, Faulker, Fenton, Fiagler, 
Franklun, Puller, Giddings, Goode, Goodwin, Grow, Ham- | 
n. Aaron Harlan, Sampson W. Harris, Wiley P. Mar- 








: :. Hastings. Haven, Hibbard, Hillyer, Houston, Hunt, In- 
gersoll, Daniel T. Jones, George W. Jones, J. Glancy | 
Jones, Roland Jones, Keitt, Kerr, Kittredge, Kurtz, | 
Leteber, Lewis, Macdonald, McQueen, Maurice, Max- 

well, May, Middleswarth, Millson, Morgan, Morrison, | 
Murray. Andrew Oliver, Peck, Peckham, Pennington, | 
Bishop Perkins, John Perkins, Powell, Pratt, Pringle, Pur- | 
year, Reese, Ruffin, Russell, Seward, Shaw, Shower, | 
Simmons, Singleton, William Smith, William R. Smith, | 
George W. Smyth, Stratton, John J. Taylor, Teller, Trout, | 
Vansant, Wade, Israel Washburn, John Wentworth, Tap- | 


So the House refused to lay the motion to re- | 
consider upon the table. 

The question recurred upon Mr. Camppey’s 
motion to reconsider the vote by which the main | 
question was ordered to be put. 

Mr.CAMPBELL. I desire to inquire whether, | 
if that vote is reconsidered, it will then bein order | 
to move to recommit the bill toa select committee ? | 

The SPEAKER. Such a motion, according to | 
the practice under the present occupant of the || 
Chair, will be in order. 4 

Mr. CAMPBELL. Then I desire to inform |! 
the [louse that 1 will submit a motion of that 
kind if the vote is reconsidered. 

Mr. WARREN. I desire to know whether, if | 
this motion prevails, it will then be in order to | 
amend the bill ? 

TheSPEAKER. The bill will then be in a| 
condition for amendment or commitment. 

Mr. BOCOCK. Not until the vote is recon- 
<a by which the bill was ordered to be en-‘ 
grossec ° | 

The SPEAKER. That is true. 

Mr. CAMPBELL. 1 would ask whether a 
motion to reconsider the vote on the engrossment | 
has not been submitted and laid upon the table? | 

Mr. McDOUGALL. 

_Mr. CAMPBELL, I think the Journal of 
Saturday will show that fact. The motion was 
— by the gentleman from Indiana, {Mr. 

AVIS 
The SPEAKER. And subsequently withdrawn | 
»y him. No such vote was taken. 

Mr. WARREN. { desire to ascertain whether 
] understand the Chair correctly. 

The SPEAKER. The Chair will state the | 
exact effect of the motion. If the vote by which 
‘he main question was ordered to be now put be 
reconsidered, and the House should see proper 
to reconsider the vote by which the bill was or- 
dered to be engrossed and read a third time, it may 
be committed, but only after the vote by which it 
was ordered to be engrossed has been reconsid- | 
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ered. Before that vote is taken, however, it may 
be recommitted to the select committee under an 
express rule, but it cannot be committed to a new 
committee. That is the recollection of the Chair 
with regard to the rule. But the reconsideration 
of the vote by which the bill was ordered to be 
engrossed, will place it in a condition to be com- 
mitted or recommitted. 

Mr. WARREN. I would inquire further, 


whether the time for making the motion to recon- 
sider has not elapsed? 

The SPEAKER. It has not. . 

The question was then taken on Mr. Camp- 
BELL’s motion; and it was decided in the affirma- 
tive—yeas 105, nays 92; as follows: 

YEAS—Messrs. Aiken, Barksdale, Barry, Belcher, Bell, 
Bennett, Benson, Bocock, Boyce, Breckinridge, Bridges, 
trooks, Campbell, Carpenter, Caskie, Chase, Chastain, 
Clingman, Cobb, Colquitt, Corwin, Cox, Craige, Crocker, 
Cullom, Dick, Dickinson, Dunbar, Eastman, Faulkner, 
Fenton, Flagler, Franklin, Fuller, Giddings, Goode, Good- 
win, Grow, Hamilton, Aaron Harlan, Sampson W. Harris, 
Wiley P. Harris, Haven, Hibbard, Hillver, Houston, Hunt, 
Ingersoll, Daniel T. Jones, George W. Jones, J. Glancy 
Jones, Roland Jones, Keitt, Kerr, Kidwell, Kittredge, Kurtz, 
Letcher, Lewis, Macdonald, McQueen, Maurice, Max 
well, May, Middleswarth, Millson, Morgan, Morri§on, 
Murray, Andrew Oliver, Orr, Peek, Peckham, Pennington, 
Bishop Perkins, John Perkins, Pratt, Pringle, Purvear, 
Reese, Ruttin, Russell, Seward, Shaw, Shower, Simmons, 
Singleton, William Smith, William RK. Smith, George W. 
Smyth, Stratton, Straub, John J. Taylor, Teller, Trout, 
Vansant, Wade, Walsh, Warren, Israel Washburn, John 
Wentworth, Tappan Wentworth, Wheeler, Witte, and 
Wright—105. 

NAYS—Messrs. James C. Allen, Willis Allen, Apple- 
ton, Ball, Banks, Benton, Bliss, Bristow, Bugg, Caruthers, 
Chamberlain, Clark, Cook, Cumming, Cutting, John G. 
Davis, Thomas Davis, Dawson, De Witt, Disney, Drum, 
Dunham, Eddy, Edgerton, Edmands, John M. Ejliott, Elli- 
son, English, Etheridge, Everhart, Farley, Florence, 
Gamble, Goodrich, Green, Greenwood, Grey, Andrew J. 
Harlan, Harrison, Hendricks, Henn, Hughes, Johnson, 
Knox, Lamb, Latham, Lindley, Lindsley, McCulloch, 
McDougall, Mace, Macy, Matteson, Meacham, John G. 
Miller, Smith Miller, Nichols, Noble, Norton, Olds, Mor- 
decai Oliver, Parker, Phelps, Preston, Ready, Richardson, 
David Ritchie, Robbins, Rowe, Sabin, Sapp, Shannon, 
Samuel A. Smith, Sollers, Frederick P. Stanton,Richard H. 
Stanton, Hestor L. Stevens, Andrew Stuart, David Stuart, 
John L. Taylor, Nathaniel G. Taylor, Thurston, Tweed, 
Upham, Walbridge, Walker, Walley, Ellihu B. Wash- 
burne, Wells, Westbrook, Yates, and Zollicofier—92. 


So the vote by which the main question was 
ordered to be put was reconsidered. 

Mr. CAMPBELL. I understand that it is now 
in order to move to recommit the bill to the select 
committee heretofore constituted. 

The SPEAKER. Under rule 120 itis in order. 
That rule is as followe: 


‘* After commitment and report thereon to the House, or 
at any time before its passage, a bill may be recommitted.”’ 


Mr. CAMPBELL. Well, then, sir, I make 
that motion; and, as it is debatable, I propose to 
call the previous question’in one moment. The 
bill is evidently very imperfect. This House cer- 
tainly has not had time to examine the vast 
amount of information which has been reported 
to it at an enormous expense, and yet | feel that it 
is due to the select committee that the bill should 
be recommitted to that committee instead of having 
anew committee raised. I therefore move that 


| the bill be recommitted to the select committee, and 


upon that motion I demand the previous question. 
Mr. WASHBURN, of Maine. Will the gen- 
tleman withdraw the demand for one moment to 
allow me to ask a question? 
Mr. CAMPBELL. I will withdraw the motion 
for the previous question, for the purpose of hear- 


ing the gentleman’s inquiry, retaining the floor 


, however. 


Mr. WASHBURN. I would ask the gentle- 


|, man to withdraw it sufficiently long to enable me 


to move to reconsider the vote by which the bill 
was ordered to be engrossed on Saturday, in order 
that I may then move to amend the bill. 

Mr. CAMPBELL. I cannot withdraw the 
previous question for any such purpose. 

Mr. WASHBURN. Will the gentleman hear 
me fora moment? If the vote on the engross- 
ment should be reconsidered, my purpose would 
then be to offer an amendment which is, substan- 
tially, the substitute offered by the gentleman from 
Louisiana, (Mr. Donsar.] 
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Mr. CAMPBELL. I will say, Mr. Speaker, 
in regard to this matter, that I think we have been 
floundering about in the dark long enough for a 
short session. It is time that we should send this 
bill back to the committee in which it originated, in 
order to have it perfected, and in order that we 
may derive from the various reports of the sur- 
veys, the information so essential to correct legis- 
lation. We all know that there are other very 
important measures before Congress, and | do not 
want this bill to clog the business of the session 
any longer. 

Mr. RICHARDSON. I want to ask the gen- 
tleman from Ohio a question. Why not move to 
lay the bill on the table? It is very apparent that 
the gentleman does not wish it to pass. 

Mr. CAMPBELL. Well, I do not wish to 
give the bill a decisive blow of that kind. Iam 
for the creat idea of a connection by railway be- 
tween the Atlantic and the Pacific oceans. 

Mr. McDOUGALL. I would ask the gentle- 

xan from Ohio whether he will amend his motion 
so as to fix a day on which the committee shall 
report as early as this week? 

Mr. PRESTON. Say next Thursday, at 
twelve o'clock. 

Mr. McDOUGALL. 
ity of the gentleman. 

Mr. BENTON. [havea question of privilege, 
sir, on behalf of the dead—the privileges of the 
dead, sir. I wish to know whether that select 
committee did not report in full, and whether it is 
not functus officio? This is a proposition to refer 
the subject to the dead. 

The SPEAKER. The rule is very clear as to 
the right to recommit, ordinarily. The select 
committee of the last session having reported in 
full, might, perhaps, be considered extinct; but the 
Chair feels authorized to receive a motion to re- 
commit to that particular committee, and holds 
such a motion to be in order. The Chair thinks 
that if such a motion should prevail, the commit- 
tee would, in that case, be still in existence. That 
seems to be the fairest construction the Chair can 
put upon the rules, in response to the question 
raised by the gentleman from Missouri. 4 

Mr. CAMPBELL. I do not suppose that the 
inquiry eof the gentleman from California {Mr. 
McDovcatt} was made for the purpose of en- 
deavoring to place me in a false position in rela- 
tion to this measure. I will not accept sucha 
modification of my motion as he suggests, for the 
reason that it would be utterly impossible for the 
members of this House to examine in a week—I 
might almost say a month, if they discharge their 
other duties—the various reports and all the in- 
formation upon this subject. 

Mr. WASHBURN, of Maine. Will the gen- 
tleman from Ohio [Mr. Campse.t] allow me one 
question. 

Mr. CAMPBELL. No, Mr. Speaker, no more 
questions. I now move the previous question on 
the proposition to recommit the bill to the select 
committee of thirteen. 

[Cries of ** Question !?? 6* Question a 

Mr. SMITH, of Virginia. Notwithstanding 
the call for the previous question that has just been 
made by the gentiman from Ohio, | suppose it is 
in order to move to lay the whole subject on the 
table. 


The SPEAKER. 


That will test the sincer- 


It is in order to make such 


motion. 


Mr. TWEED. Although a friend of the bill, 
Mr. Speaker, | move to lay the whole subject on 
the table. 

{Loud cries of ** Question!”’ 
‘‘Order!”” Order!’’} . 

Mr. SEWARD. I should like to know the 


effect of recommitting the bill to the select com- 


‘* Question !’’ 


mittee. Would they have the power of amend- 
ing it? 

The SPEAKER. It can be amended by that 
committee. 


Mr. FLORENCE. And at what time, Mr. 
Speaker, could that committee make their report ? 
The SPEAKER. The Chair must refer gen- 
tlemen to the rules of the House, which are for 
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their guidance as wellas for his. The question | 
is now on seconding the demand for the previous 
que tion. 

Vir. TWEED. I desireto know, Mr. Speaker, 
what has become of my motion to lay the whole 
subject on the table? 

The SPEAKER. The Chair understood that 
the gentleman from New York had withdrawn his 
motion. 

Mr. TWEED. No, sir; 
drawn it. 

The SPEAKER. Then the Chair asks the 
gentleman’s pardon. I have done my best to hear 
what is said, and thought the gentleman had with- 
drawn his motion. The question, then, is on the 
motion submitted by the gentleman from New 
York, to lay the whole subject on the table. 

Mr. WENTWORTH, of Illinois. And on 
that motion I ask for the yeas and nays. 
The yeas and nays were not ordered—twenty- 
six gentlemen only rising in their seats. 
Mr. WENTWORTH. I call for tellers on the 
yeas and nays. 

Tellers were not ordered. 

Mr. TWEED. AsI find I cannot get the yeas | 
and nays on my motion, I now withdraw it. 

The SPEAKER. Then the question is on 
seconding the demand for the previous question. 

Mr. WARREN. Idesireto know whether the 
gentleman from Ohio would not accept a modifica- | 
tion of his motion, so as to instruct the select com- | 
mittee of thirteen to report to this House within 
two or three days? 

Mr. CAMPBELL. [I have already answered 
a like question a short while ago. I will not con- 
sent to the proposed modification, for the reason 
that the very object which I have in view would | 
be defeated thereby. 

[Cries of ** Question !”’ ** Question !’’]_ ° 

Mr. HAMILTON. It would requirea vote of 
two thirds of the House to make that order, and 
J object. | 

The question being on seconding the demand 
for the previous question, 

Mr. KERR asked for tellers. 

Tellers were not ordered. 

The previous question was seconded—95 voting 
in the affirmative, and 58 in the negative—and the 
main question was ordered to be put, which was, | 
** Shall the bill be recommitted to the committee of 
thirteen ?’’ 

Mr. FLORENCE called for the yeas and nays. | 

The yeas and nays were ordered. 

The question was taken; and it was decided in 
the negative—yeas 10], nays 105; as follows. 


I have not with- 


V EAS—Messrs. Abercrombie, Thomas H. Bayly, Barks- 
dale, Barry, Beicher, Bennett, Benson, Bocock, Bridges, 
Campbell, Carpenter, Caskie, Chandler, Chase, Clingman, | 
Cobb, Colquitt, Corwin, Craige, Crocker, Cullom, Curtis, 
Thomas Davis, Dick, Dunbar, English, Faulkner, Fenton, 
Flagier, Franklin, Fuller, Giddings, Goode, Goodrich,Good- 
win, Geow, Hamilton, Aaron Harlan, Sampson W. Harris, 
Wiley P. Harris, Hastings, Haven, Uibbard, Hillyer, Hous 
ton, Hunt, Ingersoll, Danicl T. Jones, Geoige W. Jones, 
J. Glaney Jones, Roland Jones, Keitt, Kerr, Kidwell, Kit- 
tredge, Kurtz, Letcher, Lewis, Lyon, McQueen, Maurice, 
Maxwell, May, Middleswarth, Millson, Morgan, Morrison, 
Murray, Andrew Oliver, Orr, Peck, Peckham, Pennington, 
Bishop Perkins, John Perkins, Phillips, Powell, Pringle, 
Puryear, Reese, Ruffin, Russell, Sapp, Seward, Shaw, 
Shower, Simmons, Singleton, William Smith, William R. 
Smith, Stratton, John J. Taylor, Teiler, Trout, Vansant, 
Wade, Walsh, Wheeler, Witte, and Daniei B. Wright— 
lvl 

NAY S—Measrs. Aiten, James C. Allen, Willis Allen, 
Appleton, David J. Bawey, Ball, Banks, Bell, Benton, 
Biiss, Boyce, Breckinriage, Bristow, Bugg, Caruthers, 
Chamberlain, Chrswan, Churchwell, Clark, Cook, Cox, 
Cumming, Cutting, John G. Davis, Dawson, De Witt, 
Dickinson, Disney, Drum, Dunham, Eastman, Eddy, Edg- 
erton, John M. Ethou, Eilison, Etheridge, Everhart, Far 
ley, Florence, Green, Greenwood, Grey, Andrew J. Har- 
lan, Harrison, Hendricks, Henn, Hughes, Johnson, Knox, | 
Lamb, Lane, Latham, Lindley, Lindsley, McCulloch, 
Macdonald, McDougall, Mace, Macy, Matteson, John G. 
Miler, Smith Miller, Nichols, Noble, Norton, Olds, Mor- 
decai Oliver, Parker, Phelps, Pratt, Prestop, Ready, Rich- 
ardson, David Ritchie, Thomas Ritchey, Robbins, Rowe, | 
Sabin, Shannon, Samuel A. Smith, George W. Smyth, 
Soilers, Frederick P. Stanton, Richard H. Stanton, Nestor 
L. Stevens, Straub, Andrew Stuart, David Stuart, Na- 
thaniel G. Taylor, Thurston, Tweed, Upham, Walbridge, 
Walker, Walley, Warren, Eljihu B. Washburne, Israel 
Washburn, Weils, John Wentworth, Tappan Wentworth, 
Westbrook, Hendrick B. Wright, Yates, and Zollicoffer— 
105, 


So the House refused to recommit the bill to the 
select committee of thirteen. 
The question recurred on the passage of the bill. 


Mr. WARREN. I move to reconsider the | 
vote by which the bill was ordered to be engrossed | 


|| tion is on the latter motion. 


| Cook, 


and read a third time; and [ will state to the 
House that I make this motion with a view of 
offering an amendment. 

Mr. CAMPBELL. I move to lay the motion 
to reconsider on the table. 

The SPEAKER. The Chair must decide, 
under the rule, that the motion to reconsider the 
vote by which the bill was ordered to be engrossed 
and read a third time cannot be in order, for the 
reason that the House has, by its vote, determined 
that the main question on the passage of the bill 
shall now be put. 

Mr. RICHARDSON. 
reconsidered that vote. 

The SPEAKER. That order of the House 
was made on Saturday last. This morning, gn 
the motion of the gentleman from Ohio, {Mr. 
Campse.t,] the vote of the House of Saturday, 
ordering the main question to be put upon the 
passage of the bill, was reconsidered. After the 
submission of the motion to recommit, on the de- 
mand of the gentleman from Ohio, the House 
again voted that the main question should be put. 
The Chair is of opinion that the Flouse cannot 
reconsider the vote by which the main question 
was ordered to be put more than once. ‘That re- 
consideration has been had. The House, there- 
fore, having ordered the main question to be now 
put, it is not in order to reconsider, or to amend, 
or to recommit. 

Mr. WARR 
tion. [Laughter. 

Mr. WENTWORTH, of Illinois. 
stand that the motion 

Mr. JONES, of Louisiana. 
lecred question. 

The SPEAKER. Thegentleman from Louisi- 
ana will state his question of privilege. 

Mr. WENTWORTH. I have risen to a ques- 
tion of privilege, too. It is this: Il understand that 
the motion which has just failed to pass, was the 
motion to recommit. I voted against recommit- 
ting the bill, as | supposed we could go back and 
reconsider the vote by which the bill was ordered 
to be engrossed and read a third time. As the 
Chair decides that cannot be done, I now move 
to reconsider the vote by which the House has 


And the House has 


y 


+ 
4 
4k 


Then | withdraw my mo- 





I rise to a privi- 


just refused to recommit the bill. 


[Cries of ** Exactly!”? ** That is right!’’] 
ryt 


The SPEAKER. The mo 
from Illinois is in order. 

Mr. WENTWORTH. And on my motion to 
reconsider I ask the yeas and nays. 
several gentlemen who voted under the same im- 
pression. 


Mr. SOLLERS. Is 


} 
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I under- | 


tion of the gentleman | 
There are 


it now in order to move to 


lay the motion of the gentleman frem Illinois on | 


the table? 

The SPEAKER. 
order. 

Mr. SOLLERS. ThenI make that motion. 

Mr. WASHBURN, of Maine. And on that 
I call for the yeas and nays. 

‘The yeas and nays were ordered. 

The SPEAKER. A motion has been made by 
the gentleman from Illinois, [Mr. Wentwortn,| 
that the vote by which the House refused to re- 


That motion would be in | 


co:nmit the bill be reconsidered; and the gentle- | 


man from Maryland [Mr. Sot_ers] moves to lay 
te motion to reconsider on the table. The ques- 


The question was taken; and it was decided in 
the negative—yeas 93, nays 103; as follows: 


YEAS—Messrs. James C, Allen, Willis Allen, Appleton, 
Banks, Bell, Benton, Bliss, Breckinridge, Bristow, Bugg, 
Caruthers, Chamberlain, Chrisman, Churchwell, Clark, 
Corwin, Cox, Cumming, Cutting, John G. Davis, 
Dawson, Dickinson, Disney, Drum, Dunham, Eastman, 


| Eddy, Edgerton, John M. Elliott, Eitison, English, Ether- 
idge, Everhart, Farley, Florence, Green, Greenwood, Grey, | 


Andrew J. Harlan, Harrison, Hendricks, Henn, Hughes, 
Johnson, Knox, Lamb, Latham, Lindley, Lindsley, Me 


Culloch, McDougall, Mace, Macy, Matteson, John G. Mil- | 
ler, Smith Miller, Nichols, Noble, Norton, Olds, Mordecai | 


Oliver, Parker, Phelps, Preston, Ready, Richardson, David 
Ritchie, Thomas Ri'chey, Robbins, Rowe, Sabin, Shannon, 
Samuel A. Smith, Sollers, Frederick P. Stanton, Richard 
H. Stanton, Hestor L. Stevens, Straub, Andrew Stuart, 


| David Stuart, Jobn I. Taylor, Nathaniel G. Taylor, Thurs- 


ton, Tweed, Upham, Walbridge, Walker, Walley, War- 
ren, Elihu B. Washburne, {srael Washburn, Wells, Tap- 
pan Wentworth, Westbrook, Hendrick B. Wright, Yates, 
and Zollicoffer—98. 

NAYS— Messrs. Abercrombie, Aiken, David J. Bailey, 
Thomas H. Bayly, Ball, Barksdale, Barry, Belcher, Ben- 
nett, Benson, Bocock, Boyce, Bridges, Brooks, Campbell, 
Carpenter, Caskie, Chase, Chastain, Clingman, Cobb, Col- 
quitt, Craige, Cullom, Curtis, Thomas Davis, Dick, Dun- 
bar, Faulkner, Fenton, Flagler, Franklin, Fuller, Giddings, 
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Goode, Goodrich, Goodwin, Grow, Hamilton, Aaro, > 5 


lan, Sampson W. Harris, Hastings, Haven, Hibbard. i 
yer, Houston, Hunt, {ngersotl, Daniel T. Jones, Gene. we ' 
Jones, J. Glaney Jones, Roland Jones, Keitr. K vs ae d 
well, Kittredge, Kurtz, Letcher, Lewis, Macdonait rs ; 
Queen, Maurice, Maxwell, May, Middleswart)). Mile. SS 
Morgan, Morrison, Murray, Andrew Oliver, Orr, | ; 


Peckham, Pennington, Bishop Perkins, Jobu | ; 
Phillips, Powell, Pringle, Puryear, Reese, Rogers pon a 
Russell, Sapp, Seward, Shaw, Shower, Simmons. <. ' 
ton, William Smith, George W. 


Smyth, Stratton. 3 


Taylor, Teller, ‘Trowt, Vansant, Wade, Wale ' J 
Wentworth, Wheeler, Witte, aud Daniel B. Wrigh}— - 
So the House refused to lay on the table yj, B 
motion to reconsider the vote by which the House 
had refused to recommit the bill. ws 4 
Mr. WENTWORTH. I nowask for the yena D 
and nays on my motion to reconsider. ’ 
The yeas and nays were ordered. i 
Mr. WASHBURN, of Maine. Would it be 1 
in order now, Mr. Speaker, to move to reconsiile, I 
the vote by which the bill was ordered to \. ; 
engrossed ? ] 
The SPEAKER. It would not. ‘ 
The question was taken; and it was decided jy 
the affirmative—yeas 103, nays 100; as follows: 


YEAS—Messrs. Abercrombie, Aiken, David J. Bajloy | 
Thomas H. Bayly, Ball, Barksdale, Barry, Belcher, py)" 
nett, Benson, Bocock, Boyce, Bridges, Brooks, Campty 
Carpenter, Caskie, Chase, Chastain, Clingman, (| 
Colquitt, Craige, Crocker, Cullom, Curtis, Dick, Duy}, 

Fau'!kner, Fenton, Flagler, Franklin, Fuller, Giddinos 

Goode, Goodrich, Goodwin, Grow, [familton, Aaron flr. 

lan, Sampson W. Harris, Wiley P. Harris, Uastines 
Ifaven, Hibbard, Hillyer, Houston, Hunt, Ingersoll, Dan; 
T. Jones, George W. Jones, J. Glancy Jones, Roland 
Jones, Keitt, Kerr, Kidwell, Kittredge, Letcher, Lewis, 
Lyon, Macdonald, McQueen, Maurice, Maxwell, Midiie. 
swarth, Millson, Morgan, Morrison, Murray, Andrew (jj. 
ver, Orr, Peck, Peckham, Pennington, Bishop Perking 
John Perkins, Phillips, Powell, Pringle, Puryear, Reese, 
Rogers, Ruffin, Russell, Sapp, Seward, Shaw, Shower, 
Simmons, Singleton, William Smith, George W. Sy 
Stratton, John J. Tay!or, Teller, Trout, Vansant, W 
Walsh, John Wentworth, Wheeler, Witte, and Daniel 8, 
Wright—103. 

NAYS—Messrs. James C. Allen, Appleton, Banks, 
Zell, Benton, Bliss, Breckinridge, Bristow, Bugg, Caru 
ers, Chamberlain, Chrisman, Churchwell, Clark, Cook, 
Corwin, Cox, Cumming, Cutting, John G. Davis, Dawson, 
De Wiit, Dickinson, Disney, Drum, Dunham, Pastman, 
Eddy, Edgerton, Edmands, John M. Elliott, Ellison, Eng. 
lish, Etheridge, Everhart, Farley, Florence, Green, Gr 
wood, Grey, Andrew J. Harlan, Harrison, Hendricks, 
flenu, Hughes, Johnson, Lamb, Lane, Latham, Lindley, 
Lindsley, McCulloch, McDougall, Mace, Macey, Joly G, 
Miller. Smith Miller, Nichols, Noble, Norton, Olds, Mor- 
decai Oliver, Parker, Pheips, Pratt, Preston, Ready, Li 
ardson, David Ritchie, Thomas Ritchey, Robbins, Rowe, 
Sabin, Shannon, Samuel A. Smith, Sollers, Frederick ?. 
Stanton, Richard H. Stanton, Hestor L. Stevens, Straub, 
Andrew Stuart, David Stuart, John L. Taylor, Nathaniel 
G. Taylor, Thurston, Tweed, Upham, Walbridge, Walker, 
Walley, Warren, Ellibu B. Washburne, Israel Washbur 
Wells, Tappan Wentworth, Westbrook, Hendrick B 
Wright, Yates, and Zollicoffer—100. 





So the vote by which the House had refused to 
recommit the bill to the select committee of thir- 
teen was reconsidered. 

Mr. WENTWORTH. I now desire to move 
to recommit this bill to the committee of thirteen, 
with instructions to report back the three bills on 
Thursday next. 

Mr. HAMILTON. That ts not in order. 

Mr. WENTWORTH. Can we not instruct 
the committee when to report? 

The SPEAKER. The House cannot instruct 
the committee. It would require a suspension of 
the rules to reach the object of the gentleman 
from Illinois. 

The question recurred on the motion to recom- 
mit the bill. 

Mr. DAVIS, of Indiana, demanded the yeas 
and nays. 

The yeas and nays were ordered. 

Mr. WENTWORTH. I desire to know, Mr. 
Speaker, whether we cannot instruct the commit 
tee when to report ? 

TheSPEAKER. No. 

Mr. HAVEN. Is this an unqualified vote to 
recommit the bill to the committee of thirteen ? 

The SPEAKER, It is an unqualified vote to 
recommit the bill to the committee of thirteen, 
| which committee, the Chair holds, is in existence 
for all purposes connected with this particular bil). 

The question was taken; and there were—yeas 
103, nays 103; as follows: 

YEAS-—Mesers. Abercrombie, Aiken, David J. Bailey, 
Thomas H. Bayly, Bail, Barksdale, Barry, Belcher, Beov- 
nett, Benson, Bocock, Boyce, Bridges, Brooks, Campbell, 
Carpenter, Caskie, Chase, Chastain, Clingman, Cobb, Col- 
quitt, Craige, Crocker, Cullom, Curtis, Dick, Dunbar, East- 
man, Faulkner, Fenton, Fiagler, Franklin, Fuller, Gid- 
| dings, Goode, Goodrich, Goodwin, Grow, Hamilton, Aaron 
! Harlan, Sampson W. ifarris, Wiley P. Harris, Hastings, 





= 
1890. 
+ oan Hibbard, Hillyer, Houston, Hunt, Ingersoll, Daniel 
* forex, George W. Jones, J. Glancy Jones, Roland 
ue. Kerr, Kidwell, Kittredge, Kurtz, Letcher, Lewis, 
Macdonald, MeQueen, Maurice, May, Middle- 
Villson, Morgan, Morrison, Murray, Audrew Oli- 
Orr, Peck, Peckham, Pennington, Bishop Perkins, 
Perkins, Powell, Pringle, Puryear, Reese, Rogers, 
Russell, Sapp, Shaw, Shower, Simmons, Single- 
Wi iam Smith, William R. Smith, George Ww. Smyth, 
cratton, Joon J. Taylor, Trout, Vansant, Wade, Ww aish, 
Wentworth, Wheeler, Witte, Daniel B. Wright, 
- od Hendrick B. Wright-—103. hit 
NAY S—Messrs. James C. Allen, Willis Allen, A ppleton, 


i 
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Ranks, Bell, Benton, Bliss, Breckinridge, Bristow, Bugg, 
(Caruthers, Chamberlain, Chrisman, Churchwell, Clark, 
Cook, Corwin, Cox, Cumming, Cutting, John G. Davis, 

mas Davis, Dawson, De Witt, Dickinson, Disney, 
Dr ), Dunham, Eddy, Edgerton, Edmands, Jobn M. Elli- 
att. Ellison, English, Etheridge, Everhart, Farley, Florence, 
Cambie, Green, Greenwood, Grey, Andrew J. Harlan, Har- 


rison, Hendricks, Henn, Hughes, Johnson, Keitt Knox, 
Lamb, Lane, Latham, Lindley, Lindsley, McCulloch, Me- 
Dougall, Mace, Macy, Matteson, Maxwell, John G. Miller, 
Smit Miller, Nichols, Noble, Norton, Olds, Mordecai Oli- 
r. Parker, Phelps, Pratt, Preston, Ready, Richardson, 
David Ritehie, Thomas Ritchey, Robbins, Rowe, Sabin, 
<pward, shannon, Samuel A. Smith, Sollers, Frederick P. 
<+-nton. Riebard H. Stanton, Hestor L. Stevens, Andrew 
Stuart, David Stuart, John L. Taylor, Nathaniel G. Tay- 
| . Thurston, Tweed, Upham, Walbridge, Walker, Wal- 
Warren, Ellibu B. Washburne, Israel Washburn, 
Wells, Tappan Wentworth, Westbrook, Yates, and Zolli- 
fler—103. 


The Chair voting in the negative, the House 
refused to recommit the bill to the committee of 
thirteen. 

Mr. MILLSON. I desire to ask the Chair if 
a motion to reconsider the vote by which the 
House refused, on Saturday, to commit the bill to 
a select committee, will be in order? 

The SPEAKER. It will not be in order, for 
the reason that the bill is not in a stage for com- 
mitment. 

Mr. MILLSON. I presumed that would be 
the reply of the Speaker. I then ask if it would 
be in order to submit a motion to reconsider the 
vote by which the House ordered the bill to a third 
reading and engrossment on Saturday, and then 
to get it into a condition by which the bill may 
be azain committed to a select committee. 

TheSPEAKER. The Chair has already stated 
this morning, that a vote of the House ordering 
the main question to be put cannot be reconsid- 
ered more than once. The main question was 
ordered upon the passage of the bill on Saturday, 
reconsidered again, and reordered to-day hy the 
House. The Chair thinks that, under the rules, 
i cannot be reconsidered a second time; untess 
that order of the House can be removed, it is im- 
possible, in the opinion of the Chair, under the 
rules, to reconsider the vote by which the bill was 
ordered to a third reading. 

Mr. MILLSON. Will the Chair allow me to 
make a suggestion? 

The SPEAKER. The Chair would be pleased 
to hear the gentleman. 

Mr. MILLSON. I remember that the Chair 
expressed the opinion this morning, that it was 
not competent a second time to move to reconsider 
the vote by which the main question was ordered 
to be put. L only wish to suggest to the Chair 
that the House will not be reconsidering the same 
question a second time, for the main question on 


Saturday was a question as to the passage of the 
bill. 


The SPEAKER. Alone? 

Mr. MILLSON. Alone; whereas to-day there 
was another question interposed, and that was the 
motion of the gentleman from Ohio, to refer the bill 
toa select committee. The questions, therefore, 
are not the same; and if the Chair will oblige me 
by hearing a single suggestion further, I will state 
that even upon the broad ground, which I do not 
think exists here, of the capacity of the House to 
reconsider the last vote which they may have 
taken, in a question involving even more interest 
and importance than the bill before the House— 
the passage of the celebrated compromise act of 
1850—when the Speaker decided that it was not 
competent for the House to reconsider the ques- 
tion a second time, I felt myself constrained, 
although violently opposed to the bill, and in favor 
of the results of the Speaker’s decision, to appeal 
from that decision, and I voted to reverseit. | do 
not think the Chair will see that that question is 
necessarily presented to-day; but the intrusion of 
the motion of the gentleman from Ohio [Mr. 
Campeett] puts this question in an entirely dif- 
ferent condition. If the Chair should decide that 


itdoes net, with great deference to the superiot | 


I shall feel constrained again to submit the ques- 
tion for the decision of the House. 

The SPEAKER. The Chair cannot change 
his decision. On Saturday the House ordered the 
main question to be put upon the passage of the 
bill. ‘This morning the House reconsidered the 
vote by which the main question was ordered to 
be put on Saturday, which places the House in a 
condition, if it chooses so to do, to have consid- 
ered the question by which the bill was ordered to 
a third reading. The House did not choose to 
do that, and, upon a motion submitted to recom- 
mit the bill, the main question was again ordered; 
which covered the vote upon the passage of the 
bill as well as the motion tocommit. ‘The House 
refuses to recommit the bill; which brings the 
House precisely to the condition in which it found 
itself this morning, when it reconsidered the vote 
ordering the main question. The question is pre- 
cisely in the same condition, and the Chair, with 
his present understanding of the rules, cannot 
change his opinion that it is incompetent for the 
House to reconsider the second time the vote by 
which the bill was ordered to be engrossed and 
read the third time. 

Mr. MILLSON. On Saturday the main ques- 
tion was ordered; that is to say, the House determ- 
ined that the question on the passege of the bill 
should be put. To-day the main question is 
ordered; that is to say 





Mr. McDOUGALL. I ask whether this debate » 


is in order? I object to the gentieman’s proceed- 
ing. 

The SPEAKER. The gentleman from Vir- 
ginia [Mr. Mixtson] is called to order, and the 
Chair must state that debate is not in order, the 
main question having been ordered to be put. 
The Chair hopes to be indulged in presenting a 
case. Suppose a bill is ordered to be engrossed; 
the Hlouse reconsider the engrossment, amend the 
bill, and then engross it. Can you reconsider the 
engrossment a second time? 

Mr. MILLSON., I think so. 

The SPEAKER. The Chair does not, and 
therefore, as the Chair understands, the gentleman 
from Virginia appeals from the decision of the 
Chair. 

Mr. MILLSON. Believing that the Chair is 
in error in the decision which he has made, | 
| respectfully appeal from that decision. 

Mr. ORR. I move to lay the appeal of the 
| gentleman from Virginiaupon thetable. We can 
never end legislation, if we can reconsider a vote 
half a dozen times. 
| The SPEAKER. The Chair begs leave to 
remark, as there seems to be some interest upon this 
particular vote, that he does notintend to commit 
himself as in favor of the bill by voting against its 
| commitment, as he is opposed to the bill. 
| Mr. WALSH. I rise to an important question 
of order, whether it is proper, when the previous 
question has been put and sustained, for the 
Speaker to deliver his sentiments upon the sub- 
ject? (Laughter. ] 

TheSPEAKER. Thequestion is out of order, 
because it comes too late. [Laughter. } 

Mr. WALSH. Is it not well taken ? 

TheSPEAKER. Mostcertainly. [Laughter. } 

Mr. CRAIGE. I believe we have a standing 
rule which prevents members from going to the 
Clerk’s desk when a vote is being taken. 

The SPEAKER. It is in violation of the rules 
for members to go to the Clerk’s desk during the 
call of the yeas and nays. The Chair hopes that 
gentlemen will remember this rule and obey it. 

Mr. MILLSON. Assome of my friends prefer 
to present the question of order | have submitted 
when there is more probability of obtaining a vote 
upon it free from the bias operating upon the 
present occasion, | will withdraw my appeal. 

The SPEAKER. The question now recurs 
upon the passage of the bill. 

Mr. McDOUGALL demanded the yeas and 
nays; which were ordered. 

Mr. WALSH. I wish to call the attention of 
the Speaker to the fact, that members are in the 
habit of going to the Clerk’s desk when a vote is 
beingtaken. I now give due notice, that the first 
gentleman that I catch there, I shail call the atten- 
tion of the House to the fact. 

The SPEAKER. The Chair would be pleased 


in enforcing the rules. 


to have the aid of the gentleman from New York || 
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knowledge of the Chairin the rules of the House, 


‘The question was then taken upon the passage 
of the bill; and there were—yeas 109, nays 97; as 
fo'lows: 

YEAS—Messrs. James C. Allen, Willis Allen. Apple- 
ton, Ball, Banks, Bennett, Benson, Benton, Bliss. Bristow, 
Bugg, Campbell, Caruthers, Chamberlain, ¢ handler, Chris- 
man, Clark, Cook, Cox, Cullom, Cumming, Cuttir g. John 
G. Davis, Thomas Davis, Dawson, De Witt, Dick. Dick- 
inson, Disney, Drum, Dunbam, Eddy, Edgerton, Edmands, 
John M. Elliott, Ellison, English, Ethendge, Evernart, Par- 
ley, Florence, Gamble, Goodrich, Goodwin, Green, Green- 
wood, Grey, Andrew J. Harlan, Harrison, Hendricks, 
Henn, Hughes, Johnson, Knox, Lamb, Latham, Lindle Y, 
Lindsley, Lyon, McCultoch, McDougall, Macy, Matieson, 
Middleswarth, John G. Miller, Smith Miller, Noble, Nor- 


| ton, Olds, Mordecai Oliver, Parker, helps, Ready, Rich- 


ardson, Riddle, David Ritchie, Thomas Ritchey, Robbins, 
Rowe, Russell, Sabin, Sapp, Shannon, Samuel A. Smith, 
Sollers, Frederick P. Stanton, Richard H. Stanton, Hestor 
L. Stevens, Straub, Andrew Siuart, David Stuart, John L. 
Taylor, Nathaniel G. Taylor, Teller, Thureton, Tweed, 
Upham, Walbridge. Walker, Walley, Warren, Eilihu B. 
Washburne, Israel Washburn, Wells, John Wentworth, 


Tappan Wentworth, Westbrook, Yates, and Zollicoffer— 
109. 

NAYS—Messrs. Abercrombie, Aiken, David J. Bailey, 
Thomas H. Bayly, Barksdale, Belcher, Bell, Bocock, 
Boyce, Breckinridge, Bridges, Brooks, Carpenter, Caskie, 
Chase, Chastain, Clingman, Cobb, Colquitt, Craige, Crock- 
er, Curtis, Dunbar, Eastman, Faulkner, Fenton, Flagler, 
Franklin. Fuller, Giddings, Goode, Grow, Hamilton, Aaron 
Harlan, Sampson W. Harris, Wiley P. Harris, Hastings, 
Haven, Hibbard, Hillyer, Houston, Hunt, Ingersoll, Daniel 
T. Jones, George W. Jones, J. Glancy Jones, Roland 
Jones, Keitt. Kerr, Kidwell, Kittredge, Letcher, Lewis, 
Macdonald, McQueen, Maurice, Maxwell, May, Millson, 
Morgan, Morrison, Murray, Nichols, Andrew Ol:ver, Orr, 
Peck, Peckham, Pennington, Bishop Perkins, John Per- 
kins, Phillips, Powell, Pratt, Pringle, Puryear, Reese, 
Rogers, Ruffin, Seward, Shaw, Shower, Simmons, Sin 
gleton, William Smith, William R. Smith, George W. 
Smyth, Stratton, John J. Taylor, Trout, Vansant, Wade, 
Walsh, Wheeler, Witte, Daniel B. Wright, and Hendrick 
B. Wright—97. 

So the bill was passed. 


Pending the call of the yeas and nays, 

Mr. CORWIWN said: I have paired off with Mr. 
McMv uw upon this question. He would not 
vote for the bill in any situation; I am in favor of 
the bill, and had | not paired oil, | should vote 
for it. 

Mr. MACE, also, said: I desire to withdraw 
my vote, and to state the reasons for so doing. 
On Saturday I agreed to pair off with Mr. Ep- 
MUNDSON, of Virginia. He stated to me that he 
should probably leave the city, but was not cer- 
tain that he should go, and, at the same time, said, 
if he went he would drop me a line informing me 
of the fact. I have received no such note, but 
am now informed by a gentleman from North 
Carolina, that Mr. Epmunpson desires to pair off 
with me. I therefore ask permission to withdraw 
my vote. 

Mr. BOCOCK. I would inquire of the gentle- 
man whether he did not, a few moments ago, vote 
upon a motion to recommit this bill to the com- 
mittee of thirteen ? 

Mr. MACE. I did. 

Mr. BOCOCK. Then I ask him whether he 
ought nof to withdraw that vote, also? 

Mr. MACE. I was not informed, untila mo- 
ment ago, of the wish of Mr. Epmunpson. I 
was ignorant of it at the time l voted. 

The SPEAKER. Unless objection is made, 
the gentleman will be permitted to withdraw his 
vote. 

Mr. WALSH. I object to the withdrawal. 

Mr. MACE. I desire to have tkis matter 
placed right upon the record. I did not know 
of the wishes of Mr. Epmunpsown until this mo- 
ment. 

Mr. BAYLY, of Virginia. The gentleman 
can correct his vote by a motion to reconeider. 

Mr. WALSH. The gentleman can better cor- 
rect it by changing his vote. 

Mr. PRATT, also, said: While I wish to avoid 
all votes to kill the bill by indirection, at the 
same time | am against the passage of the bill, 
and therefore vote No. 

Mr. HILL said: 1 was not within the bar when 
my name was called. Had | been in my place, 
I should have voted No. 

Mr. McDOUGALL. I move to reconsider 
the vote by which the bill was passed, and to lay 
the motion to reconsider upon the table. 

Mr. BAYLY, of Virginia. As the vote upon 
the motion to recommit was lost by the mistake 
ofa vote, I hope the House w! | not lay the mo- 
tion te reconsider upon the table 

Mr. BRIDGES. I demand the yeas and nays 
upon the motion. 

The yeas and nays were ordered. 
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Mr. JONES, of Louisiana. I move that the 
House do now adjourn. 

The question was put; and the motion was not 
agreed to. 

Mr. JONES, of Tennessee. If this motion to 
lay the motion to reconsider upon the table should 
fail, and the motion to reconsider the vote by 
which the bill was passed should be carried, the 
previous question having been exhausted upon the 
passage of the bill, would it not be in order then 
to move to recommit the bill to a select committee ? 

Mr. RICHARDSON. I call the gentleman to 
order, and ask for a vote. I ask that all these 
questions may be decided when they properly 
come up in their order? 

The SPEAKER. Ithas been usual for the 
Chair to make such explanations as will enable 
the House to vote understandingly upon the ques- 
tions before them. It seems to the Chair that he 
should respond to the inquiry made by the gentle- 
man from Tennessee. 

Mr. RICHARDSON. I do not object, then. 

The SPEAKER. The gentleman inquires 
whether it is competent to reconsider the vote by 
which the bill was passed, and then to reconsider 
the vote by which the bill was ordered to be en- 
grossed, and then to move to recommit the bill. 

Mr. TWEED. Would an objection by any 
member of the House prevent the Chair from re- 
sponding to the question ? 

The SPEAKER. It would not. Itisin order 
for the House to reconsider the vote by which the 
bill was passed, and then to recommit it. It is 
also in order for the Elouse to retrace its steps 
still further, and reconsider the vote by which the 
hill was ordered to be engrossed, and read a third 
time, and then to amend or commit the bill, the 
previous question being then out of the way. 

The question was then taken upon the motion 
to lay the motion to reconsider upon the table; 
and resulted—yeas 97, nays 106; as follows: 

Y EAS— Messrs. James C. Allen, Willis Allen, Appleton, 

Banks, Benton, Bliss, Bristow, Bugg, Caruthers, Cham 
berlain, Chandler, Chrisman, Clark, Cook, Cox, Cullom, 
Cumming, Cutting, John G. Davis, Thomas Davis, Daw 
son, De Witt, Dick, Dickinson, Disney, Drum, Dunham, 
Eddy, Edgerton, Edmands, John M. Elliot, Ellison, Eng- 
lish, Etheridge, Everhart, Farley, Viorence, Gamble, Green, 
Greenwood, Andrew J. Harlan, Harrison, Hendricks, Ilenn, 
Hughes, Johnson, Knox, Lamb, Lathan, Lindley, Linds- 
ley, McCulloch, McDougall, Macy, Matteson, Jehn G. Mil- 
ler, Smith Miller, Nichols, Noble, Norton, Olds, Mordecai 
Oliver, Parker, Phelps, Preston, Ready, Richardson, Rid- 
die, David Ritehie, Thomas Ritchey, Robbins, Russell, 
Sapp. Shannon, Samuel A. Smith, Soilers, Frederick P. 
Stanton, Richard H. Stanton, Hestor L. Stevens, Straub, 
Andrew Sinart, David Stuart, John L. Taylor,.Nathaniel 
G. Taylor, Thurston, Tweed, Upham, Walbridge, Walker, 
Walley, Warren, Eilihu B. Washburne, Wells, Tappan 
Wentworth, Westbrook, Yates, and Zollicoffer—97. 

NAYS—Messrs. Abercrombie, Aiken, David J. Bailey, 
Thomas H. Bayly, Barksdale, Burry, Belcher, Bell, Ben- 
nett, Benson, Bocock, Boyce, Breckinridge, Bridges, 
firooks, Campbell, Carpenter, Caskie, Chase, Chastain, 
Churchwell, Clingman, Cobb, Colquitt, Craige, Crocker, 
Curtis, Dunbar, Eastman, Faulkner, Fenton, Flagler, 
franklin, Fuller, Giddings, Goode, Goodrich, Gfow, Ham- 
iiton, Aaron Harlan, Sampson W. Harris, Wiley P. Harris, 
Hastings, Haven, Hibbard, Hill, Hillyer, Houston, Hunt, 
Ingersoll, Danie! T. Jones, George W. Jones, J. Glancy 
Jones, Roland Jones, Keitt, Kerr, Kidwell, Kittredge, 
Kurtz, Letcher, Lewis. Lyon, Macdonald, McQueen, Mau- 
rice, Alaxwell, May, Middleswarth, Millson, Morgan, Mor- 
rizson, Murray, Andrew Oliver, Orr, Peck, Peckham, Pen- 
nington, Bishop Perkins, John Perkins, Phillips, Powell, 
Pratt, Pringle, Puryear, Reese, Rogers, Ruthin, Seward, 
Shaw, Shower, Simmons, Singleton, William Smith, 
George W.Smyth,John J. Taylor, Teller, Trout, Vansant, 
Wade,Waish, Israel Washburn, John Wentworth, Wheel- 
er, Witte, Daniel B. Wright, and Hendrick B. Wright—106, 


So the House refused to lay the motion to re- 
consider upon the table. 


‘The question recurring upon reconsidering the 


vote by which the bill was passed, 

Mr. JONES, of Tennessee, called the previous 

uestion,. 

The previous question was seconded; and the 
main question was ordered to be now put. 

Mr. STANTON, of Kentucky. move the 
House do now adjourn. 

The question was put; and the motion was not 
agreed to. 

Mr. McDOUGALL, I demand the yeas and 
nays upon the reconsideration of the vote by 
which the bill was passed. 

The yeas and nays were ordered. 

The question was then taken; and resulted— 
yeas 100, nays 94; as follows: 

Y EAS— Messrs. Abercrombie, Aiken, David J. Bailey, 
Thomas H. Bayly, Barksdale, Barry, Belcher, Bennett, 


Benson, Bocock, Boyce, Breckinridge, Bridges, Brooks, 
Carpenter, Caskie, Chase, Chastain, Churchwell, Cling- 
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man, Cobb, Colquitt, Craige, Crocker, Dunbar, Eastman, 

‘aulkner, Fenton, Franklin, Fuller, Giddings, Goode, 
Goodrich, Goodwin, Grow, Hamilton, Aaron Harlan, 
Sampson W. Harris, Wiley P. Harris, Hastings, Haven, 
Hibbard, Hill, Hillyer, Houston, Hunt, Ingersoll, Daniel T. 
Jones, George W. Jones, Roland Jones, heitt, Kerr, Kid- 
well, Kittredge, Kurtz, Letcher, Lewis, Macdonald, Me- 
Qlueen, Maurice, Maxwell, May, Middleswarth, Millson, 
Morgan, Morrison, Murray, Andrew Oliver, Orr, Peck, 
Peckham, Pennington, Bishop Perkins, John Perkins, 
Phillips, Powell, Pratt, Pringle, Puryear, Reese, Rogers, 
Ruffin, Seward, Shaw, Shower, Simmons, Singleton, 
William Smith, George W. Smyth, John J. Taylor, Teller, 
Trout, Vansant, Wade, Walsh, Israel Washburn, John 
Wentworth, Witte, Daniel B. Wright, and Hendrick B. 
Wrighi— 10u, 

NAYS—Messrs. James C. Allen, Willis Allen, Appleton, 
Ball, Banks, Benton, Bliss, Bristow, Campbell, Caruthers, 
Chandler, Chrisman, Clark, Cook, Cox, Cullom, Cumming, 
Cutting, John G. Davis, Tuomas Davis, Dawson, Dickin- 
son, Disney, Drum, Dunham, Eddy, Edgerton, Edmands, 
John M. Elliott, Ellison, English, Etheridge, Everhart, 
Farley, Fiorence, Gamble, Green, Greenwood, Grey, An- 
drew J. Harlan, Harrison, Hendricks, Henn, Hughes, 
Jobnson, Knox, Lamb, Latham, Lindley, Lindsley, Lyon, 
McCulloch, McDougall, Macy, Matteson, John G. Miller, 
Smith Miller, Noble, Norton, Olds, Mordecai Oliver, Parker, 
Phelps, Preston, Ready, Richardson, Riddie, David Ritchie, 
Thomas Kitchey, Robbins, Russell, Sabin, Sapp, Shannon, 
Samuel A, Smith, Frederick P. Stanton, Nestor L. Stevens, 
Straub, Andrew Stuart, David Stuart, John L. Taylor, 
Nathanie! G. Taylor, Thurston, Tweed, Upham, Walbridge, 
Walker, Walley, Warren, Ellihu B. Washburne, Welis, 
Tappan Wentworth, Westbrook, Yates, and Zollicofier 


—J4, 


So the House determined to reconsider the vote 
by which the bill was passed. 


Mr. JONES, of Tennessee. I now move to 


recommit the bill to the select committee; and || 


upon that | ask the previous question. 

Mr. GREENWOOD. I move the House do 
now adjourn. 

[Mr.GREEN, from the Committee on Enrolled 
Bills, here reported as correctly enrolled bills of 
the following titles; which thereupon received the 


| signature ot the Speaker: 


An act to authorize the issue of a register to the 
! 


bark Foundling, of ,Boston; and 
An act to authorize the Secretary of the Treas- 
ury to issue a register to the bark Martha.]} 


Phe SPEAKER, The question is on the mo- 


tion to adjourn. 


Mr.SOLLERS. Upon that I demand the yeas 


and nays. 


The yeas and nays were not ordered. 
Mr. SOLLERS. I call for tellers. 


Tellers were ordered; and Messrs. Sotiersand | 


Hisearp were appointed. 
The question was taken; and the tellers reported 
twenty-eight in the affirmative—noes not counted. 
So the House refused to adjourn. 


Mr. WASHBURN, of Maine. I ask that the | 


demand for the previous question may be with- 


| drawn until a motion is submitted to reconsider 


the vote by which the bill was ordered to be en- 
grossed, My object is, if the reconsideration be 
had, to introduce an amendment in substance the 
same as that presented the other day by the gen- 
tleman from Louisiana, [Mr. Dunpar.} 

{Cries of ** Order !’’] 

The SPEAKER. The gentleman from Maine 
is out of order. Discussion is nof in order; and 
the Chair now informs gentlemen that he will en- 
force the rules of the House at all hazards. 

The call for the previous question received a 


second; and the main question was ordered to be | 


now put. ; 


The question then recurred on the recommit- | 


ment of the bill to the special committee. 

Mr. McDOUGALL. I demand the yeas and 
nays on that motion. 

‘he yeas and nays were ordered. 

Mr. STANTON, of Tennessee. I move that 
the House do now adjourn. 

The question was taken, and the House refused 
to adjourn. 

[Cries of ‘* Call the roll !”"J 

The question was taken on the recommitment 


| of the bill; and it was agreed to—yeas 105, nays 


91; as follows: 


YEAS—Messrs. Abercrombie, Aiken, David J. Bailey, 
Thomas H. Bayly, Barksdale, Belcher, Bell, Bennett, Ben- 
son, Boeock, Boyce, Breckinridge, Bridges, Brooks, Camp- 
bell, Caskie, Chase, Chastain, Churchwell, Clingman, 
Cobb, Coiquitt, Craige, Crocker, Cullom, Dunbar, East- 
man, English, Faulkner, Fenton, Flagler, Franklin, Fuiler, 
Giddings, Goode, Goodrich, Goodwin, Grow, Hamilton, 
Aaron Harlan, Sampson W. Harris, Wiley P. Harris, 
Hastings, Haven, Hibbard, Hill, Hillyer, Houston, Hunt, 
Ingersoil, Daniel T. Jones, George W. Jones, J. Glancy 
Jones, Roland Jones, Keitt, Kerr, Kidwell, Kittredge, 
Kurtz, Letcher, Lewis, Lyon, Macdonald, McQueen, 
Maurice, May, Middleswarth, Milison, Morgan, Morrison, 
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Murray, Andrew Oliver, Orr, Peck, Peckham, Petnines. 
Bishop Perkins, John Perkins, Phillips, Powel), poo ™ 
Puryear, Reese, Rogers, Ruffin, Russell, Sapp,’ sey >? 
Shaw, Shower, Simmons, Singleton, Williatn Se \, 
George W. Smyth, Stratton, David Stuart, John J, T nith, 
Teller, Trout, Vansant. Wade, Walsh, Wheele, Vv a 
Daniel B. Wright, and Hendrick B. Wright—jo5. 7) 

NAYS— Messrs. James C. Allen, Willis Allen. Applets 
Banks, Barry, Benton, Bliss, Bristow, Bugg, Caruthes” 
Chambertain, Chandler, Chrisman, Clark, a? 


Cook, (Cor 
Cumming, Cutting, John G. Davis, Thomas Davis, Daw.,,.. 


De Witt, Dickinson, Disney, Dunham, Eddy, Eee... 

Edmands, John M. Elliott, Ellison, Etheridge, Everhan’ 

Farley, Florence, Gamble, Green, Greenwood, Grey, 4,’ 

drew J. Harlan, Harrison, Hendricks, Henn, Hughes. j,,,,, 

son, Knox, Lamb, Latham, Lindley, Lindsley, MeCutjc.),, 

McDougall, Macy, Matteson, Smith Miller, Nichols, Nov). 

Norton, Olds, Mordecai Oliver, Parker, Phelps, Prat, 

Preston, Ready, Richardson, David Ritchie, Thomas 

Ritchey, Robbins, Sabin, Shannon, Samuel A. Smith, s,). 

lers, Hestor L. Stevens, Andrew Stuart, John L. Taylor 

Nathaniel G. Taylor, Thurston, Tweed, Upham, Wal. 

bridge, Walker, Walley, Warren, Ellihu B. Washburne 

Israel Washburn, Wells, John Wentworth, Tappan Wer,’ 
|| worth, Westbrook, Yates, and Zollicofier—91. ; 

So the bill was recommitted to the special ¢ 
mittee of thirteen. 

Previous to the announcement of the above yote 
Mr. Srvant, of Michigan, stated that he had y¢ ted 
in the affirmative for the purpose of being enabled, 
under the rules, to move a reconsideration. 

Mr. BRECKINRIDGE. I rise to what I cop. 
sider a privileged question. 

Mr. JONES, of Tennessee. I move to recon. 
| sider the vote by which the bill was recommitted; 
and that that motion be laid upon the table. 

Mr. McDOUGALL. I move that the House 
do now adjourn. 

The SPEAKER. The gentleman from Ten. 
nessee can have his motion for reconsideration 
entered, but he cannot take the floor from the gen. 
tleman from Kentucky, (Mr. Brecxtrince,] 
| who states that he has a privileged question to 

submit to the House. The Chair will now hear 
the gentleman’s privileged question. 
|| Mr. BRECKINRIDGE. 1 suppose that a 
|| privileged question can be considered at any time. 
| If the House will bear with me a moment I will 
not abuse its patience. 
|| Mr. BAYLY, of Virginia. If the gentleman 
have the unanimous consent to proceed, unani- 
mous consent must also be granted for reply. 
| Mr. BRECKINRIDGE. The Texas bill re- 
|| ported from the Committee of Ways and Means, 
with accompanying papers, has been printed, and 
is now in the possession of the House. 

Mr. WHEELER. I object to discussion out 
| of order. 

The SPEAKER. Debate is not in order. 

Mr. BRECKINRIDGE. Is it in order to ask 
the unanimous consent for my proposition ? 

The SPEAKER. It is. 
| Mr. BRECKINRIDGE. I was going on to 

make a brief preliminary statement, but as I have 
been called to order, | suppose that I will not be 
| allowed to proceed in it. 

{Cries of ‘* Go on!’’} 

The SPEAKER. Is it the pleasure of the 
| House to hear the gentleman’s statement? 
| Mr. SOLLERS. [ move that the House do 
| now adjourn. 
|  TheSPEAKER. The gentleman has not the 
|| floor to make the motion. 
| Mr. WHEELER. I object to debate. 
|| Mr. BRECKINRIDGE. Then, without fur- 

ther words, | ask the unanimous consent of the 
House to allow Senate bill No. 96, commonly 
| known as the Texas bill, to be made the special 
| order for oneday, Thursday, the Ist of February, 
| in order that it may be disposed of in one way or 
| the other. 

Cries of ‘* Agreed!” ** Agreed !°’] 

4 Mr. BRECKINRIDGE. [fobjection be made, 
| I shall move a suspension of the rules. 
|| Mr. LETCHER. I object. 
| Mr. BRECKINRIDGE. Then I movea sus- 
|| pension of the rules for the purpose which I have 
|, Indicated. 

| Mr. JONES, of Tennessee. Does not my 

motion for reconsideration take precedence? Mine 
| is with regard to a special order, and the subject 
_ now under consideration. 

| TheSPEAKER. The gentleman from Ten- 
| nessee will agree with the Chair on a statement of 
| the case. The gentleman from Kentucky [Mr. 

BrecxinrincE] rose in his place, was recognized 
| by the Chair, and moved, as he had the right to 
| do, his motion for a suspension of therules. The 
| right of the Gentleman from Tennessee to recon- 
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ler the vote of recommitment is not cut off. 
tt theruleand practice of the House, it will be 
a -red, to be hereafter called up for consideration. 
. ‘Mr. JONES. But this Pacific railroad bill is 
cea ecial order. 7 
ee SPEAKER. Itis not the special order, 
fr it has been recommitted. 

Mr. JONES. Has it not been the practice to 
submit motions toreconsider, and dispose of them | 
atthetime? , : 

The SPEAKER. That is the practice, when 
the gentleman gets the floor, and first submits | 
such a motion. The gentleman from Kentucky | 
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was recognized before the gentleman from Ten- || 
va g ” 


nessee. The Chair would have recognized the | 
gentleman from Tennessee, had he known what 
was his object in rising. 

Mr. JONES. I understand that the gentleman 
from Kentucky only wants his motion entered. | 
The SPEAKER. Then the gentleman’s prop- 
osition, if there be no objection, will be now enter- 

ajned. 

oe. BRECKINRIDGE. Does it require the 
unanimous consent of the House, to allow the 
question to be now taken on my motion for the 
suspension of the rules? 

The SPEAKER. It does not. 

Mr. BRECKINRIDGE. Then I stand by my 

notion. 
r The SPEAKER. If it be the pleasure of the | 
House, the motion of the gentleman from Ken- 
tucky will be entered, and the motion of the gen- 
tleman from Tennessee, to reconsider the vote by 
which the Pacific railroad bill was recommitted to | 
the special committee, be considered at this time. 

Mr. McDOUGALL. I object. 

Mr. RICHARDSON. I understand the Chair 
to decide that, when the gentleman from Kentucky 
obiained the floor, there was no special order 
intervening? 

The SPEAKER. Yes, sir; and that the gen- 
tleman from Kentucky has clearly the right to the 
floor,and the motion which he has submitted. 

Mr. JONES, of Tennessee. Let me say a 
word in rezard to the motion of the gentleman 
from Kentucky. If he will move that the bill 
which he refers to shall be made the special order 
of the day in the Committee of the Whole on the 
state of the Union for one day, and that, if unfin- 
ished at the adjournment of the House, it shall | 
cease to be the special order, [ shall support his 
proposition; otherwise, I shall oppose it. 

Mr. BRECKINRIDGE. 
motion, and it is with the House to reject, or | 

| 
} 


adopt it. | 

Mr. JONES. If the gentleman wil! move that | 
the bill be made the special order for one day, | 
and no more, [ shall go with him. 

[Cries of ** Order!”? | 

Mr. WHEELER. [I object to discussion. 

Mr. JONES. | only wish to say to the House | 
that the effect of the gentleman’s motion, if 
adopted, will be thie: If the bill is not acted on | 
during the day for which he proposes to make it 
the special order, it will come up the next day as 
the unfinished business. 

Mr. BRECKINRIDGE. I hope that I may | 
be allowed to state my motion again to the House: | 


It is, that the Texas bill be made the special order || 


of the day on Thursday, the Istof February, and 

I trust that the House will take it up and dispose 

= it that day, and not throw it over from day to 
ay. 

The SPEAKER. If made the special order | 
for one day, it will not remain the special order | 
for two days. 

Mr. JONES. Letmeask the Chair a Question. 
If the bill be considered in the Committee of the 
Whole on the state of the Union during the da 
indicated, and, at the adjournment of the House, it 
is unfinished, will not the chairman of the com- 
mittee, on its again assembling, decide that it 
comes up as the unfinished business? That has 
been the uniform practice heretofore; and when 
appeals have been made the chairman’s decision 
has been sustained. 

Mr. STUART, of Michigan. When the vote | 
was being taken on the motion for recommitment | 
of the Pacific railroad bill, | gave notice of my | 
voting in the affirmative for the purpose of moving 
& reconsideration. Have I not the right to sub- 
mit that motion now? 

The SPEAKER. The motion to reconsider | 
has been already submitted. | 


I have made my | 
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Mr. McDOUGALL. I move that the House do 
now adjourn, 


Mr. TWEED. 1 demand tellers. 

Tellers were ordered; and Messrs. 
Indiana, and Hucues were appointed. 

The question was taken; and the motion was 
agreed to, the tellers having reported—ayes 94, 
noes 86. 

Whereupon the House (at four o’clock, p. m.,) 
adjourned until to-morrow at twelve o’clock, m. 


Davis, of 


IN SENATE. 
Tvespar, January 23, 1855. 

Prayer by Rev. Henry Suicer. 
The Journal of yesterday was read and approved. 

PETITIONS, ETC. 
Mr. SEWARD presented the memorial of 
Husted and Kroehl, civil engineers, of New York, 
praying to be authorized to remove the obstruc- 


uions at ** Hell Gate,’’ within ten years, and to 
defray the expenses of the same by levying a ton- 


| nage duty on all vessels passing through them 


during that period; which was referred to the Com- 
mittee on Commerce. 


Mr. BROWN presented the petition of Silas | 


Stockwell, praying permission to locatea military 
land warrant issued to William G. Shaw, and by 
him transferred to the petitioner to secure a debt; 
which was referred to the Committee on Public 
Lands. 

Mr. BENJAMIN presented the petition of 
Cephise Piseros, widow of Louis Labranche, of 
the parish of St. Charles, Louisiana, praying the 
confirmation of her title to a certain tract of land 
in said parish; which was referred to the Commit- 
tee on Private Land Claims. 

Mr. RUSK presented additional documents in 
the case of George Simpton; which were referred 
to the Committee on Naval Affairs. 

Mr. GEYER presented a memorial of citizens 
of the District of Columbia, jurors of the criminal 
court, opposed to the bill for the reformation of 
the judiciary of the District, and in favor of a con- 
vention of the people of the District of Columbia, 
to prepare and report a code of laws for the gov- 
ernment of the same; which was referred to the 
Committee on the Judiciary. 

Mr. FESSENDEN presented the petition of 
Caleb Frye, one of the heirs of Nathaniel Frye, 
an Officer in the Revolution, praying to be allowed 
commutation pay; which was referred to the Com- 
mittee on Revolutionary Claims. 

Mr. BELL presented the memorial of Jean 
Baptiste Faribault and Pelagie Faribault, praying 
payment of the price agreed upon with the Secre- 
tary of War, for the purchase of an island at the 
confluence of the Mississippi and St. Pierre rivers, 


_ for a military post; which was referred to the Com- 


mittee on Military Affairs, = 
Mr. GWIN presented the petition of John 
Guest, a Lieutenant in the Navy, praying com- 


pensation for services in surveying the coast be- | 


tween Appalachicola, in Florida, and the Missis- 


/sippi; which was referred to the Committee on 


Naval Affairs. 
Mr. WRIGHT presented the memorial of Sel- 
omon Andrews, praying compensation for the use, 


, by the Post Office Department, of his inventions 


of the clam-shell lock for securing mail bags; 
which was referred to the Committee on the Post 
Office and Post Roads. 

Mr. HUNTER presented a memorial of ship- 
masters in the United States, praying such further 
legislation by Congress as will enable them to 
enforce discipline, and prevent insubordination on 
ship-board; which was referred to the Committee 
on Commerce. 


REPORTS FROM STANDING COMMITTEES. 


Mr. CHASE, from the Committee on Claims, 
to whom was referred the petition of John Garvin, 
praying to be allowed compensation for disease 
contracted while in the service of the United 
States as adjutant in Colonel Cobeau’s regiment 
of Pennsylvania volunteers, submitted an adverse 
report thereon; which was agreed to. The report 
was ordered to be printed. 

_Mr. SEWARD, from the Committee on Pen- 
sions, to whom was referred the petition of Ray- 
mond Williams, praying to be allowed back 
pension, submitt 
which was ordered to be printed. 


an adverse report thereon; || 


Mr. HUNTER, from the Committee on Fi- 
nance, to whom were referred the petition of 
Harriet H. Saunders, and the petition of Jane M. 
Rudulph, praying to be allowed pensions, asked 
to be discharged trom their further consideration. 
and tha they be referred to the Comniittee on 
Pensions; which was agreed to. 


CONVICT AND PAUPER IMMIGRATION. 


Mr. COOPER. I desire to lay the following 
resolutions upon the table. ‘To-morrow morning 
I shall ask the indulgence of the Senate, for a few 
minutes, to explain the reasons why they are 
offered: 

Resolved, That the President of the United States be, 
and he is hereby, respectfully requested to cause the Secre 
tary of State and the Secretary of the Treasury, respect- 
ively, te communicate to the Senate such information as 
may be contamed in their several Departments, relating to 
the transportation ef cenvicts and paupers into the United 
States from foreign countries, and what agency the Govern 
ments to which they belong have had in sending them 
hither. Also, snch information as they may possess relative 
to the voluntary immigration into the Usited States of the 
above classes, the numbers of each that have arrived here 
within the last twe years, whether voluntary er through 
the compulsory agency of their respective Governments. 

Resolved, That the Committee on the Judiciary be, and 
the same is hereby, instructed to inquire what legislation, 
if any. be necessary to prevent the Governments of foreign 
countries from transporting into the United States, con 
victs and paupers. Also, whether any, and what, legisia- 
tion is necessary to prevent the voluntary immigration into 
the United States from foreign countries of either of the 
above classes of persons. 


BILL INTRODUCED. 


Mr. FOOT, in pursuance of previous notice, 
asked and obtained leave to introduce a bill to 
establish a marine hospital at Burlington, Ver- 
mont; which was read twice by its title, and re- 
ferred to the Committee on Commerce. 


ENROLLED BILLS SIGNED. 


A message was received from the House of 
Representatives, by Mr. Forney, their Clerk, an- 
nouncing that the Speaker had signed the follow- 
ing enrolled bills: 

A bill for the relief of Sylvester Humphrey, and 
the heirs of Alexander Humphrey, deceased. 

A bill for the relief of the children and heirs of 
Mazjor General Baron de Kalb. 

The Preswent pro tempore signed the above 
mentioned bills. 


ZEBINA RAWSON, 


On motion by Mr. PETTIT, the Senate, as in 
Committee of the Whole, proceeded to consider 
the bill from the House for the relief of Zebina 
Rawson. It is to direct the Secretary of the Inte- 
rior to place the name of Zebina Rawson on the 
pension roll, at eight dollars per month, from 
March 1, 1852, during life. 

The bill was reported to the Senate without 
amendment, and ordered to a third reading. It 
was read the third time, and passed. ° 


WILLIAM HANKINS. 


On motion by Mr. REID, the Senate, as in 
Committee of the Whole, proceeded to consider 
House bill for the relief of William Hankins. 
Its object is to authorize the Secretary of War to 
fay him $244 80 in full discharge of all claim 
against the United States, growing out of a con- 
tract made August 15, 1835, for the delivery of 


| wood at Fort Johnston, North Carolina. 


On the 15th of August, 1835, a contract in writ- 
ing was made between Hankins and Lieutenant 
J. H. Winder, acting assistant quartermaster, on 
the part of the United States, by which he agreed 
to deliver and cord in the wood yard at Fort Johns- 
ton, North Carolina, two hundred and thirty cords 
of the first quality oak wood, to be delivered, 
fifty cords by the 31st December, 1835; fifty cords 
by the Ist March, 1836; fifty cords by the Ist 
May, 1836; fifty cords by the Ist July, 1836; and 
thirty cords by the Ist August, 1836; for which 
he was to receive €4 89 per cord. Hankins de- 
livered the first fifty cords of wood, for w! ich he 
received his pay. Tle delivered also fifty addi 
tional cords of wood, for which he has, a9 yet, 
received no pay. Lieutenant Winder having 
been relieved from duty at Fort Johnston, and 
Major Saunders appointed to succeed him, a dis- 
agreement arose between Major Saunders and 
Hankins, in consequence of which no further de- 
liveries were made. Hankins claims as due to 
him the price of the two hundred and thirty cords, 
alleging his readiness to comply with his contract 
with the Government, deducting the fifty cords 
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already paid for, but payment is limited to the 
price of the second delivery of fifty cords. 

The bill was reported to the Senate without 
amendment, and ordered to a third reading. It 
was read the third time, and passed. 


PATENT LAWS. 

Mr. JAMES. I ask the Senate to take up the 
bill, reported from the Committee on Patents and 
the Patent Office, *‘ to amend the several acts now 
in force relating to the Patent Office,’’ for the pur- 
pose of making it the special order for Saturday 
next. 

The Senate proceeded to consider the bill; and, 
on motion by Mr. JAMES, it was postponed to, 


and made the special order for, Saturday next, at | 


one o’clock. 
JAMES WRIGHT, JR. 


On motion by Mr. BELL, the Senate, as in 
Committee of the Whole, proceeded to consider 
Hiouse bill for the relief of James Wright, jr., of 
the State of Tennessee. It will increase his pen- 
sion from $5 33 to $8 per month, from May 1, 
1854, during his life. 

The bill was reported to the Senate without 
amendment, ordered to a third reading, read the 
third time, and passed. 


GARDINER’S ARMY DICTIONARY. 
Mr. BRODHEAD. At the last session I sub- 
mitted a resolution, inquiring into the expediency 
of purchasing a number of copies of Gardiner’s 


Dictionary of the Army. I ask for its considera- 
tion at this time. 


The resolution is as follows: 


** Resolved, That the Committee on Military Affairs be 

instructed 16 inquire into the expediency of purchasing 

copies of Gardiner’s Dictionary of the Army, for 
distribution among the Senators.”’ 


The resolution was considered, and agreed to. 


PACIFIC RAILROAD BILL. 
Mr. GWIN. 


The copies of the Pacific rail- 


road bill, which was reported by the select com- | 


mittee at the last session, and which is the first 
special order after the bounty land bill, have been 
disposed of. 1 move that it be again ordered to 
be printed, so that each Senator may have it upon 
his table. 

The motion was agreed to. 


NAVIGATION OF THE PATAPSCO. 


Mr. PRATT. At the last session of Congress 
I had the honor to report, from a select commit- 
tee, a bill for the improvement of the navigation 
of the Patapsco river, and to render the port of 
Baltimore accessible to the war steamers of the 
United States. I understand that the various bills 
for internal improvements have been made the 
special order for to-morrow. I desire that that 
bill may be taken up, to make it the special order 
for the same time. 

The PRESIDENT. That order will be made, 
unless objected to. 

There was no objection. 


ORDER OF BUSINESS. 
Mr. HUNTER. 
orders, for the purpose of taking up the Army 


appropriation bill. 


Mr. BRODHEAD. [I hope that will not be 


done. We can dispose of the bounty land bill 
te-day. I think Senators are prepared to vote 
upon it without further debate; and I hope that 


I move to postpone all prior | 


my friend from Virginia will not press the Army 


bill until we get through with it. 


Mr. HUNTER. [have been waiting from day | 


to ay | under that hope; but the Army appropri- 
ation bill is pressing on us. 

Committee on Military Affairs will tell you that 
it is necessary we should act on some of the prop- 
ositions which will probably be submitted to it. 
I think we ought to take up the general appropri- 
ation bills in preference to others. 

Mr. BRODHEAD. I hope not. 


The PRESIDENT. The Senator from Vir- | 


ginia moves to postpone the prior orders for the 
purpose of taking up ‘‘an act making appropri- 


The chairman of the | 


ations for the support of the Army for the year | 


ending June 30, 1856.” 
Mr. BRODHEAD. I must say that if the 
bounty land bill be now postponed for the Army 


appropriation bill, and we go on with the appro- | 
priation bills, it will be utterly impossible to get | 


itup hereafter; | look, therefore, on the motion 
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which the Senator from Virginia has made as a 
test question. 

Mr. SHIELDS. I think the honorable Sen- 
ator from Pennsylvania is mistaken in making 
this a testquestion. I am decidedly in favor of the 
bounty land bill; but the Army appropriation bill 
has been suspended in this body for a great many 
days, waiting for some distinct action on the other 
bill; and it cannot, in justice to the Army and the 
country, be postponed longer. We cannot hang 
up an appropriation bill in this way, waiting for 
legislation on other bills, without really doing 


great injustice to the public service and to our- | 


selves. | am in favor of the bill of the Senator 
from Pennsylvania. I have stated that before; 
and the honorable Senator knows it to bethe case; 
but, asa matter of imperative duty, l am compelled 


to do what I can to aid the honorable Senator from || 
Virginiain bringingup the Army appropriation bill. | 


I hope the Senator from Pennsylvania will con- 
sent to allow us to take it up without any conflict. 
He ought not to make it a test question, because 
some of us feel compelled to insist on the consid- 
eration of the Army appropriation bill as a matter 
of duty. Ishould regret, exceedingly, to see any 
test taken on the bounty land bill which would do 
it so much injustice. 
the honorable Senator, and not by the friends of 
the bill. 

Mr. BRODHEAD. The Army appropriation 
bill, I understand, has passed the House of Rep- 
resentatives; the bounty land bill has not. That 
is sufficient reason for proceeding with it; I hope 
therefore, the motion will not succeed. 

Mr. HUNTER. 
merits of either bill. 


ority of business. I think that this appropriation 


bill has already been lying here unacted on, as | 
long as a general appropriation bill ever did lay 


here without action of the Senate. It is time, it 


seems to me, that we were proceeding to those | 
measures which are always considered first—the | 


general appropriation bills. 


Mr. BRODHEAD called for the yeas and nays | 


on the motion; and they were ordered; and being 


taken, resulted—yeas 21, nays 23; as follows: 


YE AS—Messrs. Adams, Benjamin, Bright, Brown, But- 


ler, Clay, Dodge of Wisconsin, Dodge of Lowa, Fitzpatrick, 
Geyer, Gwin, Hunter, James, Johnson, Morton, Pettit, 
Shields, Toucey, Wade, Weller, and Wells—2L. 

NAYS—Messrs. Allen, Bell, Brodhead, Cass, Chase, 
Clayton, Cooper, Dawson, Dixon, Foot, Gillette, Houston, 
Jones of ‘Tennessee, Pratt, Reid, Rockwell, Rusk, Seward, 
Stuart, Sumner, Thompson of Kentucky, Thomson of New 
Jersey, and Wright—23. 


So the Senate refused to consider the Army | 


appropriation bill. 
EXTENSION OF BOUNTY LAND LAWS. 
On motion by Mr. BRODHEAD, the Senate 


| resumed the consideration of the bill ** in addition 


to certain acts granting bounty lands to certain 
officers and soldiers who have heretofore been 


engaged in the military service of the United | 


States,’’ the pending question being on the motion 
of Mr. Wetter, to add the following as an addi- 
tional section: 


“ind be it further enacted, That, from and after the 


passage of this act, all persons now enrolled upon the | 


invalid pension list shall be entitled to receive, if a com- 
missioned officer, twenty per cent. upon the amount now 
allowed ; and hon commissioned Officers and privates forty 
= cent, on the amount now allowed or paid under éxisting 
aws. 


Mr. TOUCEY. 


sideration of Congress, it is the class of invalid 
pensioners. 


sions were passed, the value of money has largely 


depreciated; and those men who have lost their 


limbs in the public service are left without an 
adequate support. If the provision made many 
years ago was just then, it isunjustnow. What 
is the pittance of ninety-six dollars a year to a 
soldier who has lost his arm? What is the pit- 
tance of $360 a year to an officer who has lost a 
rightarm? Ifit was sufficient formerly, it is very 
inadequate now; and, as I remarked in the outset, 
if there is any class of men in the country en- 
titled to justice, and to the consideration of Con- 
gress, it 1s this class of men. 1 shall vote, there- 
fore, most cordially, for this amendment of my 
friend from California. 


Mr. BRODHEAD. This, I understand, to be | 


an amendment to the original biil, and not te the 
substitute which | have submitted. I think there 


If it be done, it will be by | 


This is no test upon the | 
It is a mere question of pri- | 


Mr. President, if there beany | 
class of men in the country entitled to the con- | 


Since the laws conferring those pen- | 





- anuary 23. 


are two decisive objections to it. Itisout of ti 

° ime 
and out of place; first, because there is alres: 
bill pending on thesubject, as I understand aa 
does the same thing that the amendment doce. ae 
second, it seems to me that it is out of order Th 
is a bounty land bill. The amendment whic h “i 
Senator from California offers, is a pension bj : 
1 think they should be in separate bills. = 

The question being taken; the amendment Wag 
decided to be rejected. 

Mr. WELLER. [ask for the yeas and fay 
on that amendment. —_ 

The PRESIDENT. Itistoolate. The Ch,;, 

| has decided the question. 3 
Mr. WELLER. Well, I will take the oppo». 

tunity of offering it when the bill shall be reported 

to the Senate. It will bein orderthen. — 
The PRESIDENT. The bill has been reported 

to the Senate. 

Mr. WELLER. I will present itat some othe 

time. 

The PRESIDENT. If no other amendments 
be offered, the question will be on the substitu. 
of the Senator from Pennsylvania. 

Mr. CLAYTON. I have an amendment, ty 
come in at the end of the first section of the bi) 
to exclude from the original bill, as it stands. 
deserters. The honorable Senator from Michigan, 
yesterday, insisted upon it that deserters coy!4 
receive bounty land under this bill. Now, | intend 
so exclude them by a positive provision that they 

'thall not be admitted to its benefits. I wish to 
perfect the original bill before the question is taken 
on the substitute. I move to insert, at the end of 
the first section: 

Provided, That the person so having been in service, 

| shall not receive said land warrants, if it shall appear tha 
he deserted or was dishonorably discharged from service, 

| The amendment was agreed to. 


Mr. STUART. I desire to submit a few 
remarks in reply to what was said by the Senator 
from Georgia [Mr. Dawson] yesterday, although 
I shall do it very briefly. The Senator objected 
_to my argument, which, I stated to the Senate, 

was made only to justify my own vote; and | 
must say that I think he objected to it in language 
quite denunciatory. Now, I propose to examine 
the grounds on which that honorable Senator pro- 
_ ceeded, and to see if he was correct. 
|| In the first place, he sought to deny the effect 
that I showed this bill would have upon the 
Treasury of the United States; but, in the end, he 
was forced to admit it, and he answered it by 
saying that the lands were to go at any rate. 
What is his reason for that statement? Why, 
sir, that if they do not go under the provisions of 
this bill, they are to go under the provisions of a 
homestead bill, which, in his own language, is to 
| invite all the foreign pauperism of Europe here. 
Let us see whether the Senator is right in that 
conclusion. A homestead bill similar to that was 
before the Senate at the last session, and it was 
rejected, by substituting in its place a graduation 
bill presented by the Senator from Virginia, {Mr. 
Hunrer.] The sense of the Senate at that time 
was understood to be against a homestead bill. 
|| Mr. DAWSON. AsI do not desire to reply, 
unless it becomes absolutely necessary, | wi! 
correct the Senator at once. The bill, as it passed 
the Llouse of Representatives, is a different bi! 
| from the one which we substituted. ‘That substi- 
| tute is now pending in the House of Represent- 
atives. There is as much ground for supposing 
that one may pass as that the otherwill. I know 
| that a substutute was adopted here, embracing the 
graduation system; but it has not received the 
_ sanction” of the other House. 

Mr. STUART. I think I shall show that the 
Senator is still mistaken. I say the sense of the 
Senate was taken upon a homestead bill, and was 
against it, and a graduation bill was substituted. 
|| At the present session of Congress, in the House 
| of Representatives, the proposition has been re- 
newed, and in a more favorable form, to suit the 
views of gentlemen similar to those entertained by 
thé honorable Senator from Georgia, and it has 
been rejected by the House. 

The Senator is also mistaken in supposing that 
the homestead bill, as it was sent here by the 
House at the last session, contained any invite- 
tion to foreigners. The first section of that bill 
provides: * That any free white person who 18 
| the head of a family, or who has arrived at the 
i, age of twenty-one years, and is a citizen ef the 
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| States,” shall be entitled to take land under 





Ur ; ks | ‘Therefore, a man must have resided in 
a ‘ontry, if of foreign birth, five years before 

"old be entitled to take land under that bill. 
rhe idea that paupers were to come here, and re- 


» five years, without anything to live on, until 
ey could become citizens of the United States, 
» Senator will see, is without any foundation. 
eis totally mistaken in that. 

Mr. DAWSON. | would ask ie that the home- 


i hy 
cte ) 


‘\ty STUART. That is the bill as it passed 
t! . House and was reported to the Senate. 
“Mr. DAWSON. Last year? 
Mr. STUART. At the last session. 
snother particular in whichthe honorable Sen- 
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ator is mistaken. He says that in the first place 
th » effect of this bill upon the land States will not 
be such as I contended; but in the next place if 


it be so, and my constituents shall find fault with 
him and other Senators for voting for this bill, he 


pith 


an point them to the fact that I set the example 


ve ting fora homestead bill which would have 
produced the same effect. The Senator is mis- 
taken in that. I have shown him that that bill 

d have produced no such effect. But, sir, I 


st say to the honorable Senator that I never 


m 7 3 
yoted for it. He is mistaken, therefore, again. I 
I 


ever voted for that bill or for any other home- 
tead bill. The question in the Senate was, as | 
said, upon the substitution of the bill of the Sen- 


ator from Virginia, and | voted for that. 


The Senator said that the effect of this bill and 


the effect of the homestead bill must be similar 
upon the land States, and upon the lands reserved 
to those States for educational purposes. Now, 
sir, | will attempt to show that the Senator is mis- 
taken there also. Let us take a practical illus- 
tration. We will suppose that under the home- 
stead bill, which gave away land without price, 
settlers surround the school sections in the State 
of Michigan, and cultivate the soil for five years, 
which is the only mode in which they could get it 
under that bill. 
the value of the school sections four-fold. The 
moment you surround an uncultivated section of 
land with quarter section cultivations in farms, 
you have elevated the price of that section of land 
four-fold. 

Now, sir, under this bill there is no‘ necessity 
for settlement. This bill does not propose to give 
lands to those who go and occupy them; but it 
proposes to put into the market about one hundred 
and sixty-seven million acres in the shape of land 
scrip to be bought up by anybody, and held by 
anybody, until they see fit to locate. If they 
locate, it must be in large quantities, because it 
will be seen that the amendment which has been 
offered and adopted, furnishes no protection at all 
to the States so far as residence is concerned; it 
only requires that individuals shall not locate ina 
township more than a section of land. It is evi- 
dent, therefore, I think, that the Senator is mis- 
taken in his conclusion upon that subject. 

The Senator speaks of the very great donations 
of public lands which have been made to the new 
States. Fifty-two million acres is all that had been 
granted to them up to 1853; and of this fifty-two 
million about twenty-five million were for bounty 
lands. For educational purposes there had been 
donated eleven million one hundred and ninety- 


nine thousand nine hundred and seventy-three | 


acres, for internal improvements sixteen million 
six hundred and seven thousand and thirteen 
acres, and for bounty lands twenty-four million 
eight hundred and forty-one thousand nine hun- 
dred and eighty. Then only about twenty-five 


million acres of the public lands have actually been 


granted to the new States. 

The Senator referred to the appropriation of 
land which was made for the St. Mary’s canal, 
connecting the waters of Lake Superior with the 
lower lakes. If am not mistaken, the Senator 
did not vote for that grant. In fact, I believe he 
is opposed to all grants to the new States for 
railroads or other purposes; and he only justifies 
himself for his change of position, by saying that 
the lands are to go at any rate, but his opinion 
remains the same. Sir, the honorable Senator is 
not the first individual who has gone from one 
extreme to the other. He has maintained, for 
years, opposition to all these grants, and main- 
tained, as he says, the doctrine of distribution 
among the States; he has left that position now, 


There | 


By that very act, they elevate | 
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and goes for the quickest possible squandering of 
the public lands. Certainly that is as untenable 
as his former position. ‘The grant of land for the 
St. Mary’s canal is vastly more beneficial to Ohio, 
Pennsylvania, and New York, than to Michigan. 
Itis beneficial to Michigan, I grant; but that was 
not the ground on which the grant was made by 
Congress. It was based upon the ground that 

it was a benefit to the nation at large, to the 

whole United States; that Lake Superior, like the 

other great northwestern lakes, was a border 

water, and that the defense of the country required 

that there should be access between that lake and 

the lakes below. Upon that ground the grant is 

tenable. The State of Michigan was made the 

mere agent to expend the fund arising from the 

sale of the land, deriving no benefit, except the 

incidental benefit which she derived in common 

with all the United States. But, sir, how the 

Senator finds, in that donation of the public lands, 

any such principle as the one which | contended 

against in this bill, | confess myself entirely 

unable to discover. 7 

The Senator certainly made some pretty strong 
remarks. He said that my argument was like a 
sieve; it would not hold water anywhere. Sir, it 
has long ago been ascertained, that assertion will 
not do as a substitute for facts. Nor are assump- 
tion and denunciation any good substitutes for 
reason and logic. I did show, what the Senator 
admitted, the destruction to the financial affairs of 
the Union, growing out of the squandering of all 
the lands lying within the borders of the organized 
land States, excluding California. The Senator 
admitted this; but answered that they were to go 
atany rate. I have shown that that is not so, if 
the opinion of the present Congress is to be taken 
as the guide. I showed the effect upon the land 
States. The Senator admitted it, but said the same 
effect was to happen becausea homestead bill was 
to pass. That, too, is contradicted by the action 
of both Houses of the present Congress. The 
Senator said that I voted for the homestead bill. 
That, also, is a mistake, for I never voted for one 
at all. The Senator stated that the homestead bill, 
as passed by the House and sent here, was an 
invitation to foreigners. An inspection of it shows 
that none but citizens could take land under it. 
In that he is mistaken. 

Now, sir, I shall not undertake to say of the 
Senator’s argument, as he did of mine, that it 
will not hold water; but I shall ask him to ex- 
amine this subject a little more maturely, and to 
answer for himself—I say it with great respect 
for him as a personal friend—whether he has not 
fallen into some slight errors in the course of this 
debate. The first one with which he started was, 
that | myself had moved to strike out ‘‘ minor” 
from the bill. 1 corrected the Senator by an in- 
terruption at the time; but seeing that that course 
of correction would be very diificult, and might 
interrupt him improperly, | let it go; but I correct 
him now. 

I have only one suggestion to make to the Sen- 
ator. I never intended to charge him, as he 
seemed to think I did, with hostility to foreigners. 
I recollected that the Senator had said a good deal 
about them, from time to time, in the discussion of 
the homestead and other measures. [le says he 
never voted against the right of foreigners to buy 
land. I presume that is so; and | presume it is 
true of every other gentleman in Congress; but 
so far as the Senator’s language has been con- 
cerned, he will concede that he has sought to 
establish some discrimination. So far as his vote 
went upon the Nebraska and Kansas bill, he voted 
for the motion of the Senator from Délaware, 
[Mr. Criayron,] to take from the residents there, 
who were not citizens, the right to participate in 
organizing the territorial governments. In the 
language of the Senator, he has discriminated 
against them; so far as that act is indicative, he 
has discriminated’against them by his votes; but 
if he will show me, or state that, at any time, he 
has voted to place foreign-born citizens—I! will 
not say those who have declared an intention to 
become citizens, but those who are foreign-borr, 
and have become citizens under our naturalization 
laws—on an equal footing with native born citi- 
zens, or if he says he is in favor of it now, then 
I shall certainly yield that point; but upon every 
other, I think the honorable Senator will see, 
upon a revision, thathe certainly was slightly mis- 
taken as to the facts. 
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Mr. DAWSON. Mr. President, it was far 
from my intention, yesterday, to be the least de- 
nunciatory. Itis not my habit, manner, or feel- 
ing; and | beg the Senator to understand that there 
was not the least personal feeling in the matier, or 
the least disposition to interfere with his argu- 
ment, - 

Mr. STUART. I haveno doubt of it, sir. 

Mr. DAWSON. When I used the words 
which I did, in the warmth of debate, that his 
argument would not hold water, that it was likea 
sieve, | meant to refer to what he said in favor of 
the homestead bill. If his argument in favor of 
the homestead bill was good, the last one he made 
against this bill was bad, for the two cannot stand 
together. 

Now, sir, in relation to the supposed errors 
which | have committed. I have not seen, until 
this moment, a single word of the observations 
which I made yesterday. Buta few minutesago 
| commenced to read my remarks of yesterday as 
taken down by the stenographer; and I have just 
reached this point, which I will read from the 
report of what I said yesterday: 

** But now I will ask the Senator whether he was nota 
warm advocate of the homestead bill, which invited any 
man within the United States, or within the limits of the 
world, who would come here and declare his intention to 
become a citizen, to go and setile upon the public lands, 
and if he remained there for five years, that he should have 
one hundred and sixty acres, without fee or emolument: 

‘““Mr. Srvarr. Certainly I was.” 

Mr. STUART. Yes, sir. The Senator of 
course does not understand me as committing my- 
self to such a homestead bill as he had there des- 
cribed, because he was talking, he will admit 
himself, about the homestead bill of the last 
session. 

Mr. DAWSON. Then the Senator certainly 
announced that he was in favor of such a proposi- 
tion when | propounded the interrogatory to him 
concerning it. ‘Take him then on the homestead 
bill of the last session. He announces as one of 
my mistakes of yesterday, that the homestead bill 
of the last session was confined to citizens of the 
United States. Now, my friend, (I shall continue 
to call him so,) is greatly mistaken as to the bill 
itself. He has forgotten the sixth section of that 
bill. The first section says “ citizens of the United 
States,’’ but the sixth section of that bill is in these 
words: 
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. 6, And be it further enacted, That if any individual 

now a resident of any one of the States or Territories, and 
not acitizen of the United States, but, atthe time of making 
such application for the benefit of this act, shall have filed 
a declaration of intention as required by the naturalization 
laws of the United States, and shall become a citizen of 
the same before the issuance of the patent, as,made and 
provided for in this act, shall be placed upon an equal foot 

ing with the native-born citizen of the United States.”’ 


That is the point to which my argument was 
directed; and that is the point on which the inter- 
rogatory was propounded yesterday, and | believe 
I made no mistake upon that point. 

The other arguments which the Senator begs me 
to review are upon the question of expense, and the 
effect of the bill on the finances of the country. My 
whole position yesterday was founded on the fact 
that the public lands, in my judgment, were to be 
regarded no longer as a source of revenue. | 
announced that whether the homestead bill or this 
bill should pass during this session, | looked upon 
the lands as in the train going on to be given 
away; or, in other words, to be used up for other 
purposes than to have the proceeds go into the 
Treasury. Hence it was that I argued in favor 
of this proposition against the homestead bill; and 
my reply to the Senator was, that the same argu- 
ment which he used against this bill, would be 
applicable against the homestead bill. 

I do not see that there is any other suggestion 
of the Senator which needsareply. Iam unwill- 
ing to continue this discussion any longer upon 
points merely of personal rnistake, or of individual 
misapprehension. I shall content myself with 
stating the ground on which my remarks of yes- 
terday were based. 

I support this bill, as I stated yesterday, #8 an 
alternative proposition to the homestead bill, 
which is founded on the principle of giving a 
tract of one hundred and sixty acres of public 
land, without fee or reward, to any man who will 
go from any part of the United States and settle 
on it, and also to any man from Europe, after de- 

| claring his intention to become a citizen and living 
on the land for five years. | suppose the words 








360 


‘snow a resident,’’ in the sixth section of the 
homestead bill of the last session, were intended 
to restrict the gift, in regard to foreigners, to those 
who might be in the United States at the time of 
the passage of the act; but it also speke of a for- 
eigner who, “‘ at the time of making his applica- 
tion for the benefit of this act, shall have filed his 
declaration of intention as required by the natu- 
ralization laws.’’ Would not this have created a 
doubt on the point? And would it not present a 
atrong inducement to future Congresses to pass a 
aw extending the benefits of the homestead bill 
to all persons who had signified their intention to 
become citizens? Was | not, therefore, justified 
in assuming that the eflect of that homestead bill 
would be, in a few years, to exhaust the whole of 
the public domain? There would be no induce- 
ment toa man to buy lands at the Government 
price when he could get them for nothing. No 
one would buy for speculation, for he could not 
sell the lands. Thus all hope of realizing any- 
thing from the public lands would be effectually 
rone; and the public domain would be exhausted. 
My friend from Michigan thinks this bill will 
have the same effect. I have not denied it. I 
founded my remarks upon what he declared, that 
the public lands were to be exhausted, and not to 
be a source of revenue. I based my argument 
upon that statement of his. 

Mr. STUART. I do not desire,sir, to con- 
tinue this discussion any more than the Senator 
from Georgia does; and I will not do so, but for 
a single remark, The Senator has read the sixth 
section of the homestead bill of last year, and sup- 
poses that is an answer to my position. ‘The sixth 
section constitutes only an exception to the gen- 
eral rule. ‘The general rule is laid down in the 
first section, that, in order to receive benefit under 
that act, a man must be acitizen of the United 
States. But there is an exception made as to 
those who are, at the time the bill passes, a resi- 
dent of the States or Territories. Now, how does 
the Senator reconcile that with his declaration that 
that bill,as a whole, was an invitation to men to 
come here from abroad, and take the public land? 
Sir, it could not be; because any foreigner who 
should come here after the passage of the bill 
would be obliged to live here five years, and be- 
come a naturalized citizen before he could take 
an acre under it; and therefore the Senator’s argu- 
ment of invitation falls to the ground. 

Sir, there was another objection which I meant 
to have stated in the outset. The Senator said— 
and I certainly thought that he said it without 
sufficient reflection—that I had called upon the 
representatives of the land States to rally against 
this bill, and oppose anything like justice to the 
old soldiers, because it would be injurieus to the 
interests of the new States. Why, sir, I had an- 
nounced my intention to vote for the substitute 
offered by the Senator from Pennsylvania, which 
gives to every soldier, and to every soldier’s 
widow and minor child, one hundred and sixty 
acres of land. But | had said also, in terms that 
could not be misunderstood, that I did not intend 
to be driven into a bill for the purposes of a dis- 
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tribution of the public lands, under the pretext of | 


doing something for the old soldiers, when, in 
fact, [ showed that their one hundred and sixty 
acres of Jand would not be worth ten dollars. 

Mr. SEWARD. Mr. President, the question 
I understand to be on the substitute offered by the 
honorable Senator from Pennsy!vania. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER, (Mr. Cray in 
the chair.) The question is on the amendment 
offered by the Senator from Pennsylvania, [Mr. 
Bropuran,] as a substitute for the original bill. 

Mr. SEWARD. The object of that substitute 
is to reduce the amount of this appropriation. It 
is a very laudable and proper object, if it can be 
attained consistently and with justice. But it 
strikes me, sir, that the substitute is objectionable 
on th? ground that it attains that object inconsist- 
ently and unjustly; that there is an antagonism 
between the principles on which the substitute 
rests, and the object of the bill which is under 
consideration. The principle of the bill is to pro- 
vide an acknowledgment, by way of donation, on 
the part of the Government, to the officers and 
soldiers who have served in the several wars in 
which the United States have been engaged. If 
the bill proposes to appropriate too large an 
amount of the public lands, the reduction, to be 


be by reducing the amount of the public land 
which is to be appropriated to each individual. 
That, however, is not proposed. On the other 
hand, the honorable Senator from Pennsylvania 
proposes that you shall give the largest quantity 
of public lands which 1s asked by any person, to 
each of the individuals whom he favors by his 
substitute; but he reduces the aggregate amount 
by striking out some of the classes who were to 
come into the division. What are the classes that 
he strikes at? They are the volunteers in those 
wars. I object to this upon the ground that it is 
inconsistent. There are two classes of soldiers in 
all our wars—one, those who are known by the 


THE CONGRESSIONAL GLOBE. | 


name, not necessarily a reproachful one, of mer- | 


cenaries, or soldiers for hire, professional soldiers, 
those who enlist for the compensation which 
the Government renders. 
of volunteers; those who are not soldiers by pro- 
fession, but who are in the civil avocations of life. 
These volunteers are persons who are moved by 
a spirit of patriotism irrespective of compensation. 
They do not serve,+ generally, throughout the 
whole of a war; but they enlist as volunteers, to 
resist an invasion of a particular portion of the 
territory of the United States, and to defend their 
homes, their families, and their firesides. They 
are, of the 
Moreover, they never engage in the public service, 
except at some sacrifice—the sacrifice of the prof- 
its of the civil occupations in which they have 
been engaged; and often the engagement, for how- 
ever brief a period, in the public service, results in 
disastrous losses to them, and embarrassments in 
their financial concerns. Such was the case of 
the volunteers who resorted to the defense of 
Plattsburg, in the war of 1812, from Vermont, 
and from the State of New York. They drop- 
ped their sickles upon the harvest field, and they 
repaired and tendered their services, and supported 
the tender of them with bravery, and with devo- 
tion to the interests and glory of the country. 


There is the otherclass | 


two classes, the most meritorious. | 


They never retired until they had driven the in- | 


| vader back into the foreign country from which 


he came. 

Now, then, to make a discrimination between 
those who served as regular soldiersand those who 
served as volunteers under such circunistances, 
is unjust, as it seems to me, and tends to dis- 
courage that which is the most important military 
institution of this country, and of all free countries, 
thatis,the militia. We must always have a small 
standing army. We have that only at the sacri- 
fice of some republican principle, and at some risk 
to republican institutions. But the true military 
institution of a republican Government is the mill- 
tia, and the true military spirit to be encouraged, 
is the militia spirit of this land. We all know 


how valiant and how effective thatauxiliary was in | 


the war of 1812; and we all know how loyal and 
effective it was in the Revolution. You know, 
sir, perhaps better than I do, [Mr. Cray in the 
chair] how effective it was in all the southern and 
western campaigns during the war of 1812. 

{tis on this ground, therefore, that I must make 
up my mind, either to vote against this bill alto- 


_ gether, or to go for it in the state in which it stands 
I be- | 


now, so far as this question is concerned. 
lieve this disposes of the principal arguments in 
favor of the substitute, except those contained in 
the views which have been presented in the speech 
which has been made to us by the honorable Sen- 
ator from Michigan, (Mr. Sruarr.]} 

We are alarmed by him by the aggregate 


amount of the donation. It is, indeed, very large, | 
but it is only the casting up of a debt, and fright- | 


ening us from the payment of a debt, by showing 
us how much we owe. 


all, we should pay all. If we attempt to reduce 


the amount, to make a part of the loss fall on those | 


If we attempt to pay at | 


who are entitled to payment, then the loss should | 


fall equally, and not discriminating and establish- 
ing classes between the beneficiaries. 

But, sir, in point of fact there is no very great 
force in this objection. Five years ago the Secre- 


tary of the Treasury reported to the President that | 


there could not be expected from the avails of the 
public lands any revenue for the use of the Gov- 
ernment for a period of eighteen years. It was 


upon that hint that I went over to the support of | 


the homestead principle, because | considered that 


a fund which was dried up for a period of eighteen | 


future years, was practically dried up altogether. 


made consistently with the objects of the bill, must | The sum of $150,000,000, at which the appro- | 
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priation made by this bill is eotimnat 


: > ed b h 
honorable Senator from Michigan, is ¢ & 


) Lig 50,600.69 
which the Treasury of the United States ae 
to have. It must goin some way; either 4 


; t 
homestead law, or under appropriations, the bene. 


fits of which will inure to the country Jaroe|, 

. : oY, Or 
be awarded to internal improvements, or ¢;,, 
tion. If the Treasury is never to be benefited, 
more by any direct receipts as revenue from hry 
this bill commends itself, in the largest and jp,’ 
liberal form, as a substitute for what I would ha:, 
in the homestead bill. ae 

Nor do I think it is likely to prove so injyr,, 
to the new States as the honorable Senato, an 
Michigan imagines; and I have no doubt hy . 
very honest, as I know he is very learned, ‘a ™ 
reasons on these subjects. I think the time we 
practically gone by, sic, when large tracts of |p.) 
will be taken by speculators. That a large yo). 
tion of these lands will go into the possesgioy ,; 
persons who served in the wars; that anoth., 
large portion will go into the hands of 
widows and children, is also very probable; an, 
for the rest, if the land shall come to be go Joy ;, 
value as the honorable Senator supposes, it y)) 
aflord no occasion for speculation. Speculators 
will not purchase tracts so cheap to hold they 
and pay taxes on them until they advance i 
market, more especially as there is no reason {9 
apprehend that the Government of the Unite 
States will hereafter be less liberal in its grants of 
public lands for public objects than it has beey 
heretofore. It may, for a time, affect the prosper. 
ity of the funds of some one or more of the jew 
States, but that will be but brief and temporary, 
They will find, I think, their lands settled just iy 
proportion as the prices of the lands are reduced: 
and with the occupation, and settlement, and cul. 
tivation of their lands, their fiscal resources wil] } 
improved more than the loss of this five per cent, 
fund. Their educational institutions, also, wi! 
find support in new and ever multiplying settle. 
ments, which will compensate them abundanily 
for any temporary depreciation in the value of the 
reserved lands for the support of that great interest, 

Under these circumstances, I have made up my 
mind to vote for the bill as it. stands, in preference 
to the substitute of the honorable Senator from 
Pennsylvania. 

Mr. WELLER. Before the question is taken 
on striking out the original bill, and inserting the 
substitute of the Senator from Pennsylvania, | 
have an amendment to offer to the original bil. 
It is to add, as an additional section: 


Sec. —. And be it further enacted, That from and after 
the passage of this act, al] persons now enrolled upon the 
invalid pension list, shall be. entitled to receive, if a com- 
missioned officer, twenty-one per cent, upon the amounts 
now allowed; and non-commissioned Officers and privates, 
forty-two per cent. on the amounts now allowed or paid 
under existing laws. 


I ask for the yeas and nays on that amend- 
ment, 

The yeas and nays were ordered, and being 
aken, resulted—yeas 29, nays 13; as follows: 

YEAS—Messrs. Allen, Badger, Benjamin, Brown, Cass, 
Chase, Clay, Dixon, Dodge of Wisconsin, Dodge of Lowa, 
Fessenden, Geyer, Houston, Johnson, Jones of Lowa, Jones 
of Tennessee, Pettit, Reid, Rusk, Sebastian, Seward, Stu- 
art, Sumner, Thompson of Kentucky, Toucey, Wade, 
Weller, Wells, and Wright—29. 

NAYS— Messrs. Bayard, Brainerd, Brodhead, Claytwn, 
Cooper, Dawson, Evans, Fish, Fitzpatrick, Foot, Gillette, 
Mason, and Morton—13. 


So the amendment was agreed to. 


The PRESIDING OFFICER, (Mr. Cray.) 
The question is now on the amendment of the 
Senator from Pennsy!vania to strike out all of the 
bill after the enacting clause, and insert a substi- 
tute, which will now be read. 

The Secretary read it, as follows: 


That each of the surviving commissioned and non-com- 
missioned officers, musicians, and privates, whether of 
regulars, volunteers, rangers, or militia, who were regu- 
larly mustered into the service of the United States, and 
every officer, commissioned and non-commissioned, s¢a- 
man, ordinary seaman, marine, clerk, and landsman, in 
the Navy, in any of the wars in which this country bas 
been engaged since seventeen hundred and ninety, and 
each of the survivors of the militia, or volunteers, or State 
troops of any State or Territory, called into military service, 
and regularly mustered therein, and whore services have 
been paid bv the United States subsequeni to the eighteenth 
day of June, eighteen hundred and twelve, shall be entitled 


por- 


er 


heir 


to receive a certificate or warrant from the Department of 


the Interior for one hundred and sixty acres ofsland; and 
where any of those who have so been mustered into service 
and paid, shall have received a certificate or warrant, he 
shall be entitled to a certificate or warrant for such quan- 
tity of land as will make, in the whole, with what he may 
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»eretofore received, one hundred and sixty acres to 
vol) person having served as aforesaid : Provi ‘ed, the 
co having been in service shall not receive saidland || 


! 


! 


et. it itshall appear by the muster-rol!s of his regi- 

‘-orps hat be deserted, or was dishonorably dis- 
i from service. ; : 

9 And be it further enacted, That in case of the 
of any person who, if living, would be entitled toa 

ste or Warrant as aforesaid under this act, leaving a 
» or, if no widow, a minor child or children, such 

w or. if no widow, such minor child or children, 
: a eptitied to receive a certificate or warrant for the 
nest sautity of land that sach deceased person would, be || 
dl to receive under the provisions ot this act if now 
Provided, That a subsequent mariiage shall not 
iit the right of any such widow to such warrant, if she 
be a widow at the ime of making her application: 4nd 
"led further, That those shall be considered minors 
co at the time this act shall take effect. 

And beit further enacted, That in no case shall 
cuch certificate Or warrant be issued for any service 
‘han fourteen days, exeept where the person shall 

rally have been engaged in battle, and unless the party 
ing such certificate or warrant sball establish his right 

“roto by record evidence of said service. 

' <pc, 4. And be it further enacted, That said certificates 

or W irrants may be assigned, transterred, and located by 

the warrantees, OI their heirs-at-law, according to the pro- 





pr 
who are 


~ 


visions of existing laws regulating the assignment, transier, 
and location of bounty land warrants. : ; 

<oe 5, nd be it further enacted, That no warrant is- 
eyed under the provisions of this act shall be located on || 
any public lands, except such as shall at the time be sub- || 


tto sale at either the minimum or lower graduated 


prices. : 

Mr. BRODHEAD called for the yeas and nays; 
and they were ordered, and being taken, resulted 
—yeas 29, nays 20; as follows: 

\ EAS—Messrs. Allen, Bayard, Benjamin, Bright, Brod- 
head. Brown, Butler, Cass, Chase, Clay, Dodge of Wiscon- 
sin, Dodge of lowa, Fitzpatrick, Geyer, Gwin, Houston, 
Hunter, Johnson, Jones of Lowa, Mason, Pettit, Reid, Rusk, 
Sebastian, Stuart, Sumner, Toucey, Weiler, and Wright— | 
99 

NAYS—Messrs. Badger, Bell, Brainerd, Clayton, Cooper, 
Dawson, Dixon, Douglas, Evans, Fessenden, Fish, Fvot, 
Gillette. Jones of Tennessee, Morton, Pratt, Seward, 
Thompson of Kentucky, Wade, and Wells—20. j 

So the substitute was agreed to. 

Mr. STUART. I wish to offer an additional 
section, simply to make the bill conform to the 
present bounty land laws in respect to the execu- 
tion of it by the land officers. It is to add: 

And be it further enacted, That the registers and re- 
ceivers of the several land offices shall be severally author- | 
ized to charge and receive for their services in locating all | 
warrants under the provisions of this act, the same com- 
pensition or percentage to which they are entitled by law 
for sales of the public lands at cash, at the rate of $1 25 per 
acre ; the said compensation to be paid by the assignees or | 
holders of such warrants. | 

I will only say to the Senate, that I copied this 
provision from the existing law in respect to the 
location of bounty land warrants. 

The amendment was agreed to. 


Mr. WELLER. I desire now to offer, as an | 
amendment to the bill in its present shape, the 
same proposition which was, on my motion, added 
to the original bill, It is to insert the following | 
as an additional section: 





Sec. —. And be it further enacted, That from and after | 
the passage of this act, all persons now enrolled upon the 
invalid pension list shall be entitled to receive, if a com- 
inissioned officer, twenty-one per cent. upon the amounts 
now allowed ; and all non-commissioned officers and pri- | 


Vvates forty-two per cent. on the amouxg§ now allowed or | 
paid under existing laws. | 


Mr. BRODHEAD. I have some doubt whether | 
,#n amendment of this sort is in order at any time, | 
and especially at this time, when the bill is in its | 
present condition. I do hope that my friend from | 
California will not further embarrass this bill by | 
the introduction of new matter. This is a bounty 
land bill, and I think that the matter of pensions 
should come up in a separate and independent bill. 

Mr. WELLER. Ihave no desire to embarrass 
the bill; Tam only laboring to put it in a shape 
which will justify me, and perhaps other Sena- 
tors, in voting forit. If this amendment be in- 
corporated in it, the bill will be a tolerably fair | 
one; unless it be inserted, it will, in my opinion, 
bea very unfair one. 1 move the umendment, | 
therefore, in good faith. If it be adopted, | shall | 
vote for the bill, and if it shall not be adopted, I | 
shall vote as I think best hereafter. 

Mr. DAWSON. I wish toask my friend from 
California, whether the very persons he proposes 
to include will not receive one hundred and sixty 
acres under this bill? If that be so, it can do 
them no injustice, for they get a bounty already || 
by way of pension, and one hundred and sixty | 
acres besides. 

Mr. WELLER. My only object is, to make. 
better provision for those who, in my judgment, | 
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have the strongest claims on the Government; I 
speak of those who have been broken down and 
disabled in the public service. I desire to make a 
strong distinction between the able-bodied man 
and the one who has lost a leg or an arm in the | 
military service. Under your present pension 
laws, if a man has lost a leg or an arm, he receives 
eight dollars per month; and where a man has 
lost both legs, if a private, he is entitled to sixteen 
dollars a month. This, in my judgment, is no 


| remuneration at all; I desire to go further than 


this. I think these men have a stronger claim, 
not only on the sense of justice, but on the sym- 
pathies of Congress, than the able-bodied men | 
who are asking you for one hundred and sixty 
acres of land. I make a distinction, I say, between 
one who served ten days and received no wounds, 
and one who served, perhaps, two or three years 
and was forever disabled by that service. 
Mr. MASON. The bill as it now stands 
amended by the substitute proposed by the Sena- 
tor from Pennsylvania, which has just been 
adopted, is in such a condition as will require me 
to vote for it; but I wish to say that in voting for | 


| it, I do not act according to my own sense of what 


may or may not be right in the subject-matter. It 
was the pleasure of the Legislature of Virginia, at 
their last session, to instruct their Senators to vote 
for a bill giving to all who were engaged in the 
war of 1812—substantially engaged, | mean— 
and to the widows and minor children of such as 
may be dead, an amount of land which, with what 
they have already received, will amount to one 
hundred and sixty acres for each. I have, there- 
fore, no discretion in the matter. How I should 
exercise that discretion, if I were at liberty, it is, 
perhaps, unnecessary to say; but in giving the 
vote which I shall give for the bill, if it remains 
as it is, [ shall be deferring to the opinion of tite 
General Assembly of Virginia, whom I consider 
as my constituents, that it is wise that this justice | 
should be done; but if the amendment proposed | 
by the Senator from California prevails, it will 
materially alter the bill. What other votes it may 
lose, [ do not know, but my impression is that it 
must lose mine. 

Mr. RUSK. I should net trouble the Senate, 
but for the fact that a few minutes ago | voted for 
this amendment to the original bill by mistake. | 
supposed the question was on the substitute of the 
Senator from Pennsylvania, and voted ‘‘ aye.” 
I had no idea it was upon the proposition of the 
Senator fram California. I have no objection, if 
these pensions are too small, to increase them | 
upon proper investigation; but it is improper to 
add such a pension to this bill. Thereare agreat | 
many pensioners who have come in under the 
general law and received, as the Senator from 
California says, some eight dollars and some six- 
teen dollars a month; but I remember that there 
are others who come in at a very high figure, the 
pension, to some of them, I think, being thirty or 
forty dollars monthly. I know that a number of 
bills of that descripuion have passed here within 
my recollection, giving pensions enormously large | 
in proportion to those received by others. Now, 
this amendment adds to the pension of both 
classes twenty per cent. The truth is, itis not 
appropriate to this bill. It is a matter which | 
should be investigated and acted on with an un- 
derstanding of what we are really doing. 

In the first place, it is not, as | said, appropri- 
ate to this bill; in the second place, we have had 
no investigation of a committee on the subject; 
and, in the next place, it is not doing strict justice | 
to the pensioners themselves, because it increases 
all. It makes no discrimination. It increases the 

ensions of these poor men who, under the pension 
receive only eight dollars a month, and at | 
the same time makes a proportionate higher in- 
crease to those who receive forty dollars a month, 
as sume do under special laws. Under such cir- 
cumstances I shall vote against the amendment. 

Mr. BADGER. I wish to say that! shall vote 
in favor of the amendment moved by the Senator 
from California; and by way of explaining my 
reasons for doing so, | will state that I adopt the 
speech the Senator made as my own—I mean the 
last speech he made; [ do not mean to pass any 
judgment on the merits of his first one. [Laugh- | 
ter. | 

Mr. CHASE. I voted for this amendment be- | 
fore, upon the grounds which have been so well | 
assigned by the Senator from California. 


I prefer || 
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it, however, very much in the shape.in which he 
originally offered it. As it now stands, it pro- 
vides for an increase of twenty-one per cent. to 
one class and of forty-two per cent. to another 
class. It will be difficult of execution in its pres- 
ent shape, and I would suggest to the Senator to 
restore it to its original form of twenty per cent. 
and forty per cent. 

Mr. WELLER. lLaccept that modification. 

Mr. CHASE. I shall vote for the amendment 
as it now stands; but I would suggest to the Sen- 
ator from California whether, in order to avoid 
the objection of the Senator from Texas, it would 
not be better to make it apply to those pensions 
which are granted by general laws and not by 
special acts. That class of pensions, to the opera- 
tion of this bill upon which the Senator from Texas 
objects, are all of them created by special laws. If 
the amendment is made applicable only to pensions 
granted by general laws, it can by no possibility 
work any injustice; on the contrary, it makes the 
pensions now simply equal to what they would 
have been at the time they were originally granted. 
The depreciation in the value of money, the ad- 
vance in the price of all the articles of subsistence, 
is such that to add this amount to these respective 
pensions would really do nothing more than carry 
out.the original intention of the framers of the act. 
Looking upon it in this light, and hoping that the 
Senator may think proper to modify it so as to 
apply to general laws, I shall vote for it. 

Mr. WELLER. I have no objection to that. 

The PRESIDENT. Is the modification ac- 
cepted ? 

Mr. WELLER. Itis. 

Mr. BADGER. So as to include pensioners, 
whose pensions have been granted by any general 
law or laws. 

The amendment was agreed to. 


Mr. BROWN. Ihave an amendment to offer 
as an additional section: 


— eee ———— — 


‘ind be it further enacted, That the provisions of this act, 
and all the bounty land laws heretofore passed by Congress, 
shall be extended to Indiaus, in the same manner, and to 
the same extent, asif the said Indians had been white 
men. 

The amendment was adopted unanimously the 
other day, and if nobody is disposed to discuss it, 
I am not. 

The amendment was agreed to. 


Mr. BUTLER. I understand that by the pro- 
visions of the substitute just adopted, widows of 
revolutionary officers and soldiers are excluded, 
I wish to put them on an equality with Indians, 
[laughter,} and therefore I move this amendment: 

ind be it further enacted, That the widows of officers 
and soldiers of the revolutionary war be entitied to the 
benefits of this bill. 

Mr. BRODHEAD. Mr. President, if it is the 
intention of the Senate to proceed with these 
amendments, and thus to break down the bill 
again, going over the same ground we have before 
gone over, of course, I can interpose no objection; 
but | had hoped that when we took a vote on 
the substitute which I offered, there would be an 
end of these amendments. They have heretofore 
been introduced into the original bill, and they 
have been voted out by the adoption of the sub- 
stitute. The scheme which I presented as an 
entire scheme, has been adopted by the Senate in 
opposition to the amended bill. Now, it does 
seem to me that any further amendments,'ss ad- 
ditional sections, to include what we before rejected, 
are out of order. I endeavored to obtain the 
yeas and nays on the amendment proposed by 
the Senator from California, which introduced 
new matter relating to pensions, but [I could not 
obtain them. I shall not trouble the Senate much 
more on this subject. 

Now, in regard to the amendment offered by 
the Senator from South Carolina, giving lands to 
the widows of soldiers of the Revolution, i have 
to say there are but very few living, if any. 

Mr. BUTLER. Why should they not have 
itr 

Mr. BRODHEAD. Thegentleman from South 
Carolina asks ‘‘ why should they not have it?” 
and Senators from other States will say ‘‘ why 
should not this class have it?’’ and thus you will 
have the bill in such a shape that it cannot be ex- 
ecuted. The Senate have admitted this by adopt- 
ing the substitute which I offered. I trust they 
will adhere to the determination evinced by the 
adoption of that substitute. 
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There is-‘another objection, sir, to the amend- 
ment proposed by the Senator from South Carolina, 


and it is that the widows for whom he proposes 
to provide already receive pensions under exist- 
ing laws. Those receive pensions who were 


murried half a century after the Revolution. You 

cannotin a general bill provide for every « lass of 

persons who have been enga red in the military 

service; and the question Is, w hether, by attempt- 

ing to get too much, you may not lose all. I 

think the friends of the bill had better stand by 
it as it is, without introducing pension provisions, 
without going back into the Revolution, and at- 
tempting to provide more liberally for those who 
are already provided for. Why, sir, the Commis- 
sioner of Pensions reports that there are but about 
a thousand on the pension roll who were engaged 
in the Revolution; they receive pensions. Before 
this law can be signed and carried into effect, three 
fourths of them will be in their graves, perhaps 
allofthem. So, too, with the widows who lived 
with them during the time of the Revolution. 
Why, therefore, embarrass this bill by introdu- 
cing their names, or attempting a provision for 
them? 

I do not wish to prolong debate on this subject. 
I hope some gentleman will move a reconsideration 
of the vote on the amendment offered by the Sen- 
ator from California, so that we may take the yeas 
and nays upon It. 

Mr. BUTLER. Mr. President, the Senator 
from Pennsylvania says that the widows of revo- 
lutionary soldiers have already been provided for. 
They have never been provided for, sir; all that has 
been bestowed upon them has been an inadequate 
provision; but let me say to that Senator, that I 
myself know venerable widows, now living in the 
State of South Carolina—not many, | only know 
three—venerable relicts of revolutionary soldiers, 
who, to this day, have never received one cent in 
virtue of their marriage, and for the reason that 
the revolutionary soldier was required to perform 
six months’ service, or his widow could get nothing 
under the pension laws. They have been ex- 
cluded; and does the gentleman tell me that this 
amendment, providing for the few surviving 
widows of revolutionary soldiers, will at all inter- 
fere with the passage of the bill? Sir, I, at least, 
will be reconciled to it by the fact that I can, by 
a provision of this kind, make an expression of 
my gratitude, if nothing else, to them. If a dis- 
crimination is made in favor of the widows and 
children of the soldiers of the war of 1812, many 
of whom now live to take care of themselves, | 
will vote against the bill, because it contains so 
many who are able to provide for themselves, and 
excludes the venerable relicts of revolutionary 
heroes. 

Mr. BADGER. Mr. President, I assure my 
friend from Pennsylvania that Iam as sincerely 
desirous of the passage of this bill as he is, or any 
other gentleman upon this floor; but I think my 
friend exacts rather too much of us when he 
insists that we shall take the bill just in the form 
in which he thinks it is best. Upon that subject, 
with all possible respect for him, he must allow 
me to claim for myself, and other members of this 
body, the right of consulting our own judgments. 
He thinks his substitute is in the best possible 
form. I do not. He thinks he has embraced 
every class which it is proper to provide for in 
this bill. I entertain a different opinion; many 
other Senators entertain a different opinion. He 
thinks that putting in the proposed clauses will 
Jeopard the passage of the bill. We think other- 
wise. Now, upon all these questions, as well as 
upon every other, each gentleman must determine 
for himself. F 

Permit me to say, also, to my friend from Penn- 
sylvania, that I think he has misunderstood 
the purport of the vote by which his substitute 
was adopted. I think the state of the case upon 
the subject is this: The Senate had voted against 
my friend from Pennsylvania so often, in putting 
amendments upon his original bill against his de- 
cided and earnest protest, that, when the question 
came up on adopting his substitute, if the Senate 
had not voted it in, be might have been led to in- 
fer that there was some personal feeling in voting 

against him all the time. [Laughter.] Well, now, 
sir, the Senate have voted in his substitute; but 
the Senate have not changed the opinion under 
which they put the amendments upon the original 
bill; and, therefore, having gratified him by 


|| tunity to enlarge it? 
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striking out the original bill,as we had amended 
it, and putting in his substitute, which is substan- 
tially the original bill as he introduced it, we are 
ider the necessity, in order to carry out our 
views, to put upon the substitute ingrafted into 
the bill the very amendments which were in the 
matter stricken out of the bill; because in no other 
way can we reconcile our desire to gratify him 
with our fixed conviction that our public duty 
requires us to enlarge the provisions of the bill. 
Now, sir, a word as to the pending amendment, 
the proposition of my friend from South Carolina, 
to make a small provision for the widows and 
orphans of revolutionary officers and soldiers. 
W hat possible objection can any man, living upon 
American soil, and inheriting and enjoying at this 


u 


day the blessings achieved for us by the valor of | 


our revolutionary sires, have to interposing this 
provision? Why, theSenator from Pennsylvania 
says there are few of them. The Senator says 
that, before this bill can be signed, and have the 
force of law, nearly all of those who now remain 
wiil have sunk intothe grave. Then surely there 
can be no objection in any man’s mind, on account 
of the amount which will pass to the class of per- 
sons whom my friend from South Carolina designs 
to provide for. For my own part, sir, if I can 
do anything here or elsewhere, by which I can 
testify the sense which I| entertain of the services 
rendered by that gallant band of men in our rev- 
olutionary conflict; if f can, by a vote upon this 
bill, minister anything to comfort the declining 


years of a single surviving widow or orphan of 


those who fought for us in that great struggle, I 
shall do it with pleasure; and | wish to Heaven, 
sir, that there were thousands left to enjoy this 
benefaction from their country, and to whose 
hearts we might communicate a sense of gladness, 
not only springing from the relief of wants in their 
declining years, but a far higher and holier feeling 
of satisfaction from the conviction it will impress 
upon their minds, that their husbands and fathers 
have not been forgotten by their country. Sir, l 
shall vote for the amendment with exceeding cheer- 
fulness. 

Mr. BRODHEAD. I ask for the yeas and 

nays. 

The yeas and nays were ordered. 

Mr. HUNTER. 
instructed by the Legislature of my State to vote 
for a bounty land bill for the soldiers of the war 
of 1812, and for their widows and minor children. 
For such a bill | am anxious to vote,in order to 
carry out the wishes of my State. But, sir, if we 
come to add to this bill provisions materially in- 
terfering with our pension system, we shall not 
only be doing what, in my humble judgment, we 

are not prepared now to do with the information 
before us, but we shall certainly jeopardize the 
passage of the bill in the House of Represent- 
atives, even if it should go through this body. 

I rose to say that I was opposed to the addi- 
tion made by the amendment of the Senator from 
California, because | thought that it was impoli- 
tic and improper to mingle the general subject 
of pensions with that of bounties. This was 
intended as a bounty land bill. It was not 
designed, | presume, when it was offered, to inter- 
fere with the general subject of the pension system 
of thecountry. I think that, when that subject 
is taken up, it ought to be thoroughly examined, 
and changes ought not to be made in it until after 
we have carefully considered their consequences. 

| Do we know the consequence of meddling with the 

| present system generally? Is it a system which 
has proceeded so slowly and increased so lightly, 
that we should be anxious to seize every oppor- 

I believe that if we look 
into its history we shall find that the appropria- 
tions for pensions increase faster in time of peace 
than they do in time of war. 

Sir, in connection with that system there are 

| provisions which are necessary in order to secure 


the Government against fraud. When the Secre- | 
tary of the Interior suggested them, and they were | 


sent here, and an effort was made to incorporate 
such provisions in one of the general appropria- 


tion bills, the attempt was resisted; and we were | 
told that, perhaps, we should have some general | 


provision in order to guard against those evils. 
If we are to raise the pension system generally, 
we ought also to provide the proper checks; and | 


| must say, that, if we raise the pensions of invalids, || 


| Ido not see why the motion of my friend from 


Mr. President, I have been | 
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\, South Carolina is not quite proper, 
me that, if we take up one branch 
_ require us to go on through the seve 


It Seems ty 
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whom pensions are allowed, who are ol teen = 
rious. If it is right on the ground that ¢) ae 
of money has changed, that reason tee , 
much to one class as another. Now, sir. vt - 
ready to go into this; and can any man tell m. 
effect of this proposition, if we should put ity o 
the bill? Itis, if f understand it, to raise the a 
sions granted to revolutionary widows twenty a 
centum. 7 


Mr. BUTLER. No, sir; only to give them 

bounty lands. . 

| Mr. HUNTER. Only to give the y 
bounty lands ? 

Mr. BUTLER. That is all. 

Mr. HUNTER. If that be the amendmen ; 
is much more appropriate and germane to the | 
than the one which was offered by the Seng:, 
from California, and which was adopted. i 
thought this was a proposition to increase thei 
pensions. Certainly they are as much entitled; 

an increase of pensions as the other class, = 
Mr. BUTLER. I wish it to be distinetly yp. 
derstood that | want to put the venerable widow, 
of the officers and soldiers of the Revolution ; na 
footing with the widows of the officers and aq. 
diers of the war of 1812. Can a discriminatio; 
between them be allowed? I should dislike 1 
see such a discrimination made, and I hope, there. 
fore, my amendment will be adopted. 
The question being taken by yeas and nays, 
resulted—yeas 43, nays 1; as follows: ? 
YEAS—Messrs. Allen, Badger, Bell, Benjamin, Brip. 
| erd, Bright, Brown, Butler, Chase, Clay, Clayton, Cooper, 
| Dawson, Dixon, Dodze of Iowa, Evans, Fessenden, Ps). 
Fitzpatrick, Foot, Gillette, Houston, Hunter, James. Johy 
son, Jones of [owa, Jones of Tennessee, Mason, Morton, 
Pratt, Reid, Rockwelly Sebastian, Seward, Shiclds, Stuan, 
Sumner, Thompson of Kentucky, Toucey, Wade, Weiler, 
| Wells, and Wright—43. 
NAY—Mr. Brodhead—l. 
So the amendment was agreed to. 
Mr. TOUCEY. Mr. President, it is not often 
| that I have occasion to reply to anything which 
comes from my friend from Virginia, [Mr. Hoy- 
Ter.] I am in favor of this bill, notwithstanding 
the amendment which has been made upon th 
motion of my friend from California, increasing 
the pensions of the crippled soldiers, the men who 
have lost an arm or any other limb in the service, 
| There is a distinction between that class of pen- 
sioners and all other pensioners. If my recollec- 
tion serves me, they become entitled to those pen- 
sions as a matter of contract. When they enter 
the military service, they do so upon the contract, 
that if they lose a limb, or are otherwise disabled 
in the line of their duty, they shall be provided for 
| by the Government, according to existing laws. 
Hence, when the compensation which is given to 
them has become inadequate, by the depreciation 
of money, the question 1s an entirely different one 
from what would apply to the other classes of 
pensioners whose claims rest entirely upon the 
voluntary bounty of the Government For this 
reason, if we @dopt the provisions of this bill, and 
give an increase of pay to this class of pensioners, 
it will constitute no foundation whatever for in- 
creasing the pay of those upon the general pension 
list, for the reason that one is a bounty, and the’ 
| other is a debt of justice. 
| Mr. FOOT. Mr. President, I have «n amend- 
ment to offer as an additional section: 
| Sec.—. And be it further enacted, That the provisions 
| of this bill shall be applied to and embrace those who served 
ee at the invasion of Plattsburg, in September, 

This amendment was adopted as part of the 
original bill, without a dissenting voice in the 
Senate. 1 have no further explanation to make of 
it at this time. 

Mr. CLAYTON. I ask my friend from Ver- 
mont to consent to a slight modification of his 
amendment, so as to include volunteers in Dela- 
ware whose condition is precisely like that of the 
Plattsburg volunteers. During the war of 1512 
| the British fleet blockaded the Delaware. Comn- 
modore Berresford, with a line-of-battle ship and 
several frigates and sloops-of-war kept the Dels- 
ware bay generally completely subjected to the 
British power; so far, indeed, that no common 
craft could escape them. At length, being without 
| provisions, the Commodore calied upon the town 
of Lewistown, in the State of Delaware, for one 
'| hundred beeves, and other provisions. The Gov- 
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of the State replied to him ** Come and tak 
» The British made an attack upon the 
wiich lasted during the night. They bom- 
7y Men from the country all around the 
-hood were summoned immediately, with- 
call from the General Government, to defend 
‘ho town and their firesides. Those men marched, 
come of them, from twenty to thirty miles with their 
ckets. Two or three thousand men having 
e ‘led at Leweston, they succeeded in defend- 
ee ine town against the British forces. 
Those men are just in the situation of the Platts- 
rere volunteers. They: have received nothing 
f.. theGovernment. The bill, as itnow stands, 
“ wdesthem. Worthier men than many of them 
are probably not to be found. I see no principle 
an which others are to be paid and they excluded. 
The whole affair was, perhaps, as creditable to the 
-oyntry as any other which occurred at that time. 
Tl » town was successfully defended by the valor 


of these men, and they ought not to be refused a 

rticipation in the benefits of the bill merely 
hecause they were not mustered into the service, 
but went forward at the call of the Governor of 
the State, from a sense of duty, with their weap- 
ans. to defend one of the towns of the country 
w oh was attacked by the enemy. I hope my 


friend will accept the modification which I suggest. 


ser 


them. 


e 
a 
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Mr. BRODHEAD. I shall say nothing on the 
amendment; | simply ask for the yeas and nays. 


The yeas and nays were ordered. 

Mr. FOOT. I shall very cheerfully vote for 
the proposition of the honorable Senator from 
Delaware, as a separate and independent one; but 
I prefer that the vote should be taken upon my 
amendment, as it now stands, without any mod- 
ification, for the reason that, if | accept the prop- 
osition of the honorable Senator from Delaware, 
Ll shall receive like appeals from other quariers, 
and I prefer that each proposition should stand 
independently, on its own merits. For this rea- 
son | must beg to be excused from accepting the 
proposition of the Senator from Delaware as part 
of my amendment. 

The question being taken by yeas and nays on 
the amendment, resulted—yeas 26, nays 8; as fol- 
lows: 


YEAS—Messrs. Allen, Badger, Bell, Brainerd, Bright, | 
Clay, Clayton, Cooper, Dawson, Douglas, Fessenden, 
Fish, Foot, Gillette, Houston, Reid, Rockwell, Seward, 
Shields, Stuart, Sumner, Thomson of Kentucky, Wade, 
Weller, Wells, and Wright—26. 

NAYS—Messrs. Brodhead, Brown, Dodge of Iowa, 


Fitzpatrick, Hunter, Jones of lowa, Mason, and Rusk—8. 


So the amendment was agreed to. 


Mr. FESSENDEN. I move to insert after 
©1812,” in the first section of the bill as it stands, 
the words ‘* and of any armed force employed by 
any State in defense of its territory, and whose 
services have been paid for by the United States.’’ 
Mr. BRODHEAD. I raise a question of order 
on that amendment. It proposes to amend the 
substitute which has been adopted. I do not 
think that is in order. 
Mr. FESSENDEN. All these amendments 
are propositions to amend the substitute. That 
is the nature of the amendment which has been 
offered by the Senator from Vermont. 
Mr. FOOT, The Senator cap offer his propo- 
=_ as an additional section. Then it will be in | 
order, 
Mr. WELLER. It is not in order to modify 
the substitute which has been adopted; but addi- | 
tional sections can be added to it. 
Mr. FESSENDEN. Then I offer the amend- | 
ment as an additional section. 
Mr. STUART. I should like to know the 
ay of the section which it is proposed to 
add. 
_, Mr. WELLER. The only difficulty is whether, 
if adopted, it will not be inconsistent with the sub- | 
stitute already adopted by the Senate. We may | 
add it as a new section, provided it does not con- | 
flict with that which has already been passed on | 
by the Senate. 

Mr. FESSENDEN. I cannot see how it con- 
flicts with the bill, any more than does any other 
amendment which has been adopted. There have 
been several amendments adopted, adding new 
clauses. This is exactly of that class. 

The PRESIDENT. ‘It is for the Senate, and 
not for the Chair, to say whether or not the 


amendment is inconsistent with what has already 
been agreed to. 
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Mr. FESSENDEN. This is to provide fora 
class whose services have been paid for by the 
United States, and is clearly in conformity with 
the present provisions of the bill, although it is 
offered as an addition to the bill. ‘ 

Mr. WELLER. I understand that the substi- 
tute which has already been adopted, provides 
that none shall be entitled to the benefits of the 
bill, unless they have been mustered into the ser- 
vice of the United States. Now, the amendment 
proposed by the Senator from Maine is to go be- 
yond that, and to give land to those who have not 
been mustered into the service of the United 
States, but who were called out by State author- 
ity, and were subsequently paid by the United 
States. It seems to me, therefore, that,to this 
extent, it is in direct conflict with that portion of 
the bill to which I have already alluded, which 
requires that the beneficiaries under the bill must 
have been mustered into the service of the United 
States. 

Mr. FESSENDEN. The Senator from Cali- 
fornia is certainly in error. As was explained 
the other day, there are two main clauses in the 
bill, one providing for those soldiers who have 
been called out and mustered into service by the 
United States, and the other for those who have 
been called out by the States, and mustered into 
the military service by them, and not into the ser- 
vice of the United States, but who have been sub- 
sequently paid by the United States. These are 
the two classes provided for by the bill. My 
amendment provides for a class who were not 
regularly called out as soldiers, and who were not 
mustered into service, because there was no time 
to muster them when they were called out, but 
who were subsequently recognized by the Govern- 
ment of the United States in the same manner 
with those who were cailed into the military ser- 
vice, and regularly mustered and paid by them. 
That is all. It applies only to a very small class 
of persons in one State. 

I may add, what I said the other day, that, under 
the existing bounty land law of 1852, a large 
portion of these men received bounty land; but 
when a new Secretary came into office, he placed 
a different construction on the law, and refused to 
grant patents to this class; so that, as the matter 
stands now, a portion of them have received 
bounty land, and another portion have not re- 
ceived it. This amendment is to provide for those 
who have not been treated as the favored portion 
have been. They have been recognized by the 
Goxernment of the United States, by their services 
being paid for, and | see no reason why they 
should be excluded from this bounty. My amend- 
ment is: 

Ind be it further enacted, That the provisions of this act 
shall be extended to any armed force employed by any 


State in defense of its territory, and whose services have 
been paid for by the United States. 


Mr.STUART. Now, think the Senate may, 
if they choose, come to an understanding as to 
what shall be done with this bill. Here isa clear 
case. The Senator from Maine says the amend- 
ment only applies toa few individuals in one State. 
They are known to be those who were called out by 
the State of Maine during the troubles respecting 
her boundary—a trouble which has sometimes been 
denominated the Aroostook war; they were in no 
actions; they were in no condition of sufferings; 
they were cailed out but a few years ago, when there 
was plenty, as there is now, in the State of Maine. 
They were as well taken care of as any individuals 
could be away from their own homes under such 
circumstances. They performed no service in war. 
There was no public enemy for them to encounter. 
There was no declaration of war. It was a sim- 
ple question of boundary between the State of 
Maine and a foreign Government, which was sub- 
sequently adjusted by treaty. The State liberally 
paid for the time of the men, and the Government 
of the United States has refunded the money which 
she paid. Now, | ask if, in any sense, such men 
are to be considered as on an equal footing with 
the soldiers of the Revolution, and the soldiers of 
the war of 1812? 

Sir, I differed from the honorable gentleman 
who has charge of this bill, in respect to the pro- 


| priety of seeking to exclude the soldiers of the 


Revolution and their widows, andl have voted 
differently from him on that question; although 
I certainty award him merit for his motives in 


| seeking to keep this bill in a form in which it will 


| assistance 
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not be very objectionable. I also voted for the 
amendment of the honorable Senator from Ver- 


mont. There is a similarity between the condi- 
tion of the men included in the bill and those for 
whom that amendment provides. They volun- 
teered and went to Platisburg They exposed 
their lives; they were ready to go to any extent. 


It was at a time when men suffered. It wasa 
time when it required stout hearts to volunteer in 
the service of the country againsta foreign enemy 
in the field. But, sir, to undertake to extend the 
provisions of a bill for the benefit of such individ- 
uals who served their country in the most patriotic 
manner, to persons called out to settle a sirnple 
question of boundary in a State, when there was 
no war, it seems to me, is to introduce into the 
billa principle which is without propriety or limit- 
ation. 

AslI have said, I think the Senate may here, 
with propriety, if | may be allowed the sugges- 
tion, determine, by a vote of yeas and nays on 
this amendment, the character of the bill. I con- 
fess that, if the Senate, on the call of the yeas and 
nays, shall express their sense in favor of putting 
in this provision, we may as well go back and 
bring in the soldiers of the Patriot war, those 
engaged in the boundary disputes between Ohio 
and Michigan, and between lowa and Missouri; 
and in every other difficulty which has ever existed 
in this country, so as to give bounty land to a 
man who never shouldered a musket; and all this 
when we are pretending—I say pretending, sir— 
to do something for the soldiers of 1812. 

Mr. SHIELDS. Do not forget the Mormon 
war. 

Mr. STUART. Yes, certainly; the Mormon 
war, and everything of this kith and kin. I ask 
for the yeas and nays on the amendment. 

The yeas and nays were ordered. 

Mr. FESSENDEN. Mr. President, I have no 
desire that the Senate should vote under any mis- 
apprehension in regard to this amendment. I do 
not pretend that there is any peculiar merit in the 
case; nor do I perceive that there is any very 
peculiar merit in a large portion of the cases cov- 
ered by the bill. The Senate will observe that 
the bill, as it now stands, covers all those cases 
where the country was actually at war, where 
soldiers were out for fourteen days. The Senate 
very well understand that in those fourteen days 
they saw no battle, they went into no conflict, 
they were exposed to no danger, they suffered 
nothing, bat were merely mustered into service, 
and kept for a time, until their presence was found 
unnecessary. Very frequently men were sum- 
moned for the protection of the sea-board, and 
were kept together for a few days, and then dis- 
charged and sent home. The previsions of the 
bill “pp to all these. 

The Senate will excuse me for saying that I do 
not understand that it is the sole object of the bill 
to pay men for actual services and sufferings; but, 
so far as it applies to men atall, itis founded on 
the idea that they were ready to turn out when 
their country needed their services, and to render 
if their assistance should be found 

necessary. That I take to be the leading princi, le. 
It is not asked whether any particular soldier was 
in battle, or was exposed to severe or peculiar 
danger. I consider that a very large portion of the 
bill is a mere gratuity—a gratuity which Congress 
are disposed to afford more for the sake of encour- 
aging a spirit which will lead men to defend the 
country, than to reward particular services which 
have been rendered. 

In manifesting this disposition to serve the 
country on a particular occasion, in detense of the 
territory of the United States, which forms a part 
of the territory of a State, against a public enemy, 
a foreign foe, I do not see that it makes a great 
difference whether war has been declared previous 
to the rendition of the service or not. In this 
particular case, no war was existing between the 
United States and Great Britain; but Great Britain, 
acting through the Province of New Brunswick, 
sent an armed force of soldiers into the territor 
of the State of Maine, and seized and carried off a 
number of its citizens. This was on the frontier, 
in the woods, away from settlements; but the news 
was brought to the seat of Government. A force 
of volunteers was raised on the instant, to go up 
and defend the territory of Maine, which was also 
the territory of the United States, It formed part 

| of the United States. These men went there, and 








364 


served without being mustered into actual service, 
and protected that portion of the country from the 
soldiery of a foreign foe until a sufficient force 
could be raised and regularly mustered into the 
service to perform the same duty. They served 
longer, in point of fact, than those who were reg- 
ularly mustered. There was no.war declared; 
there was no actual fighting after they went there; 
for their very presence protected the country, and 
protected themselves. Sir, it was nolan easy thing 
to march into the woods, as they did, in the mid- 
die of winter, and spend months there. Ido not 
ywretend that they are, therefore, entitled to this 
Sater: but I say they are just as much enti- 
tled to it for the spirit that they manifested, for 
the ardor they felt, and for the willingness they 
showed to protect the country —because it was the 
country at that time—as others who were mustered 
into the service in the course of a war, and who 
were out for, perhaps, fourteen days, because four- 
teen days’ service 1s the limitation in the bill. 


iurther, | will say that those services thus ren- | 


dered have been recognized by the Government of 
the United States as rendered to the United States, 
and the men have been paid as soldiers, in the 
game manner as those who were subsequently 
mustered and took their places, were paid, and 
who will receive bounty land under this bill, in 
my judgment. 

This is a simple statement of facts in regard to 
the circumstances. As I said before, part of these 
men have actually received land under the act of | 
1652, anda part have not. It is for the Senate, 
under these circumstances, to say whether they 
are or are not entitled on the principle of the bill. | 
The principle is not that of having seen a battle, 
not of having actually bled or exposed themselves 
to danger and suffering in actual conflict in defense 
of the country. They do not come under that 
category; but allow me to say again, that a large 
portion of those included in the bill, as it stands, 
do not come within that category. Itis for the 
Senate to say whether those meritorious men shall 
be included or not. 1 leave the question in their 
hands. 

Mr. WELLER. Mr. President,I shall be com- 
pelled to vote against this amendment. It seems 
to me that there is no shadow of justice in it. 
These men were called out by the authorities of 
the State of Maine, to aid the Governor of that 
State in extending its laws over what it claimed 
to be its territorial limits. Now, if you extend 


your bounty land system to those men, I cannot || 


see why you should not extend it to those persons 
who may have been called out by the Marshals of 
the United States to aid in the execution of the 
laws of this Government. 
times, because of sectional feeling in particular | 
localities, the United States Marshal ig required | 
to call upon a military force, or to coe a | 
posse to aid him in the execution of the laws of | 
the Union. Every man so called out is as much 
entitled, in my judgment, to bounty land from 
this Government as those troops who were called 
out by. the State of Maine. Sir, it seems to me 
that it would be an ingult to call these men sol- 
diers of the United States. There was no public 
enemy in the field for them to meet. There 
was a question of boundary in dispute; and the 
Governor of the State, in order to execute the 
laws, within what hedeemed to be the limits of 
that State, called for these military services. I 
think the Government of the United States went 
quite far enough in paying the troops so called 
out. Surely they have no sort of claim upon us 
for bounty land. If, however, they are to receive 
it, | should be willing to extend the measure so far 
as to take in all the military forces who have 
been called out in New England and other portions 
of the Union to aid in executing the laws of 
this Government. 
Mr. FESSENDEN. The Senate will observe ' 
that there is a great difference between a contest 
with the soldiers of a foreign Government and a 
mere domestic quarrel at home. 
Mr. DODGE, of Iowa. Mr. President, it | 
seems to me that the argument of the Senator | 
from Maine, in support of his amendment, when 
stripped of verbiage, is, that, his isa bill of plunder 


and pillage, and being so, he is in for a portion of || 


that plunder and that pillage for the benefit of his 
constituents. Sir, this bounty land bill, like every 
other bill upon which we legislate, is in danger | 
from excess, You can scarcely adopt any bounty | 


Unfortunately, some- | 


| land system when there is not the most imminent 
peril of destroying it, from the very excess to 
which it is carried. With this bill, we have 
arrived at a point when we are to decide whether 
itis to be kept within some reasonable limits, or 
whether it is to be spread out as it was before the 
substitute of the Senator from Pennsylvania was 
adopted. 
Allow me to say, sir, although I do not see how 
I can vote for the bill, unless it be kept within 
proper and reasonable limits, that there is not a 
| created man who more highly appreciates their 
services, and who is more desirous of rewarding 
the soldiers of the Revolution, and of the war of 
1812, than I am. Iam willing to go as far as to 
vote for the bill as it has been amended by the 
| adoption of the substitute of the Senator from 
Pennsylvania. It embraces the militia who served 
for four or five years in the State of my friend 
from Florida, who have already received forty 
acres. Every one of them will get one hundred 
and twenty acres more, without any trouble, 
under this bill as it stands. The bill as it stood 
before the substitute was adopted, embraced the 
| men who were called out by the proclamation of 
| Mr. Van Buren, in 1837-’8, during the Patriot 
war, which he sought to suppress. The original 
bill was extended beyond any bounds to which it 
could reasonably go, and the question is presented 
to individuals like myself, who are most anxious 
to vote something to the soldiers of the war of 
1812, and of the Revolution, and their heirs, 
whether we can support the bill or not. Certainly 
we cannot, if it 1s to be extended beyond its 
present limits. 

I hope and trust the Senate will reject the 
amendment of the Senator from Maine, and stop 
| where they are now; because, if this amendment 
| shall be adopted, its effect will be to bring in 
| others, and we shall have a struggle such as is wit- 
| nessed on a log-rolling internal improvement bill. 
When you bring up a bill of that character, there 
are certain national objects on which all agree; 
but immediately each member seeks to get some- 
thing for his district or State, whether expedient 
| on principle or not. That seems to be the case 
now in reference to this matter. I trust the amend- 
ment will be rejected, and that we shall keep the 
bill within such bounds as those who feel like I do 
can vote for it. 

Mr. ADAMS. Mr. President, I desire to say 
a few words merely for the purpose of explaining 
the vote which I expect to give upon this bill. I 
have every desire to make full, fair, and ample 
compensation to every man who may have ren- 
dered, or may hereafter render, service to the 
| country, either in a military or a civil capacity; 
but in doing that, | cannot consent to perpetrate 
a palpable act of injustice. If I understand the 
bill mght, it gives to the man who served for four- 
teen days precisely the same bounty land as it 
gives to the man who served for three, or four, or 
five years. Such a mode of compensation is out- 


That I cannot sanction, whatever may be my 
desire (and I profess to have an anxious wish) 
to fully compensate those who have rendered ser- 
vices to the country. The man who went out and 
remained fourteen days, and then returned to the 
care of his family and to his business, and there- 


| & year, or for a number of years, to the detriment 
| of his private business. ‘This is an act of injus- 
| tice to which I cannot consent. 

We can only grant these bounty lands, it seems 
to me, on the assumption, which I have no doubt 
is correct, that the Government did not pay these 


to any man, or any set of men, I cannot vote for 
it; nor can I agree to consent to the palpable in- 
justice which this bill does to the meritorious class 
who served for a long periéd. 


| service which he rendered to the country. 

Mr. DODGE, of lowa. I move to amend the 

| amendment by adding the words “ or Territory,”’ 
after ‘* State.” 


The amendment to the amendment was agreed 
| to. 


rageously unjust to those who served along time. | 


brave men a fair compensation for their services, | 
Whenever you make a proposition as a gratuity | 


I shall, therefore, | 
vote against this bill as it stands; although I should | 
be pleased to pay every man who has not been | 
|| fully paid a fair compensation in proportion to the 


| 
| 
| 
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_ although they took no part in the 
| still should get this bounty: 


| of them were 


| soldiers. 











J anuary 23. 


The question recurring on the am 
amended, it was taken by yeas and nays 
resulted—yeas 16, nays 30; as follows: » Sag 

YEAS—Messrs. Badger, Benjamin, Brown. @™ 
Cooper, Douglas, Fessenden, Foot, Gillette, Malle _ ~ 
ton, Pratt, Rockwell, Sumner, Wade, and Well. ys 

NAYS—Messrs. Adams, Allen, Bell, Bright. p, 
Butler, Clay, Dawson, Dodge of Wisconsin, 


endmen: wu 


B a 
Pout ead 


- . . . ; Dodee 
Iowa, Evans, Fitzpatrick, Geyer, Gwin, Houstoy a oa 
James, Jones of Lowa, Mason, Pettit, Reid, Rusk. so 
tian, Shields, Stuart, Thompson of Kentucky, Thom ace 


New Jersey, Toucey, Weller, and Wright—3o, 
So it was rejected. 


Mr. SHIELDS. I desire to offer an ameni 
ment in the form of an additional section, |, ..” 
fers to non-combatants, it is true, but, at the coms 
time, it ought to meet the approbation of the Sen, 
ate. It is to make the bill apply to chaplains wt, 
served with the Army in the various wars: ind 


. u 
fighting, they 


Sec. — And be it further enacted, That the proyis 
of this bill shall apply to the chaplains who sery; 
with the Army, and in the several wars of the county. 


Mr. DOUGLAS. I am under the impressio, 
that my colleague is mistaken in supposing ¢j,; 
the chaplains took no part in the fighting. | knoy 
some who didgs much fighting as praying, § 

z most efficient men in the A 
—particularly in the western wars. I do thip: 
they ought to be placed on an equality with tj, 
[Laughter. ] 

The amendment was agreed to. 


Mr. BADGER. I offer the following amenj. 
ment, to come in as an additional proviso at th. 


ona 


ome 





|| close of the first section: 


“ind provided also, That where any such officers, go}. 
diers, or volunteers may have been called out under the 
authority of any State, they shall be entitled to the benegys 
of this section, although not paid by the United States, 

Mr. BRODHEAD called for the yeas and nays: 
and they were ordered. 

Mr. DODGE, of Iowa. I wish to amend that 
amendment. I know that my friend from North 
Carolina will, with great pleasure, accept what | 


| propose, when I suggest it to him. He always 
| desires to be comprehensive and embrace as many 


as possible. My amendment is to add the words 


| **or Territory,’’ after ‘* State.’’ 


Mr. BADGER. I will do it with pleasure, 


| if my friend will vote for the amendment afier | 


have accepted his modification. 

Mr. DODGE, of lowa. That, I announce 
most positively, I will not do. I will make no 
bargain with my friend. 

Mr. BADGER. Ab! then, I cannot accept it. 
{Laughter. } 

The PRESIDENT. The question is on the 
amendment of the Senator from Lowa to the 
amendment. 

The question was taken; and it was agreed to. 

The PRESIDENT. The question now is on 
the amendment as amended. 

Mr. BRODHEAD. If that be agreed to, [ 
look upon it as the destruction of the whole bill. 

The question being taken by yeas and nays, 
resulted—yeas 15, nays 28; as follows: 

YEAS—Messrs. Badger, Benjamin, Clayton, Cooper, 
Douglas, Evans, Fessenden, Foot, Gillette, Morton, Pratt, 


| Rockwell, Seward, Sumner, and Wade—15. 


after remained at home, is, according to this bill, | 
to receive the same compensation asthe man who | 
went to the camp, and remained under arms for |, 





| 


NAYS—Messrs. Adams, Allen, Brainerd, Bright, Brod- 
head, Brown, Clay,“Dawson, Dodge of Wisconsin, Dodge 
of lowa, Fitzpatrick, Geyer, Houston, Hunter, Jolinso, 
Jones of Iowa, Mason, Pettit, Reid, Rusk, Sebas an, 
Shields, Stuart, Thompson of Kentucky, Toucey, Weller, 
Wells, and Wright— 28. 

So the amendment was rejected. 


Mr. CLAYTON. loffer the following amend- 
ment: 

Sec.—. And be it further enacted, That the provisions 
of this act be applied to those who served as volunteers at 
the attack on Lewistown, in Delaware, by the British fleet 
in the war of 1512-715. 

The principle which has been applied to the 
Plattsburg volunteers, applies exactly to these. 
There was no time for the Government to call 
them out and muster them into the service. The 
fleet was in the bay. It made an attempt to lay 
the town under contribution. The people of the 
State resisted. They came from all quarters * 
soon as the cannonade commenced, served 48 
long as the fleet remained in the bay, and then 
returned to their homes. They fought as gal- 
lantly as any men inthis country. They defended 
the town against the whole British fleet, who 
bombarded it for three days and nights. Many 
of these men were never on the muater-rolls of 
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» Army; but they stand in the samesituation as 
‘he Platisburg volunteers. 
‘e well enough versed in the scenes of the 
to know the history of that bombard- 
rhe British fleet exhausted all their 
‘nition upon it before they retired; and 
‘hey got home, they reported that they had 
abarded a walled town. It stands upon the 
en ng of the ocean, open and high, and they 
; ue 1, because it stood the shot so well, that it 
oad a Walled town, and that, therefore, they did 
aot ic seed. : 
These men stand precisely on the ground of the 
-wepurg volunteers. ‘There was no time for the 


1.) 


(* 
t Wal, 


: vernment to muster them into the service. The 
B itish commenced the attack. As soon as the 
eee was given these volunteers assembled in 
jefense of the country. They defended the soil 
ae jong as there was any danger, and then re- 


re Hundreds of them have never been 


turned home. 
naid a cent. 

' Mr. DODGE, of Iowa. 
exactly the phraseology of the amendment of the 
Ssnator from Delaware. 


Mr. CLAYTON. It is precisely similar to the | 


Plattsburg amendment. 
Mr. DODGE, of lowa. — 

an important omission in it, to which I wish to 

sall his attention. I apprehend it does not provide 


for the gallant mothers and daughters who run | 


shot for, and sustained, and assisted those suffer- 


ing and fighting soldiers during that attack of 


three successive days and nights; and who, if the 


males are entitled to bounty land, certainly ought | 


not to be neglected. I merely draw my friend’s 
attention to that. I am sure that will be sufficient 
to lead him to insert the necessary words. 

Mr. CLAYTON. My friend from lowa may 
epare his patriotic sensibility. I will simply state 
a fact. Upon the occasion to which I have re- 
ferred, the British commander sent a message to 
the Governor of Delaware, who was in Lewis- 
town, before he commenced his attack, to let the 
women and children be carried from the town. 
The answer was, ‘‘ Fire away; they are already 
taken care of.” They had been taken three miles 
away. There is no need, sir, of the amendment 
of the Senator from Iowa. We always take good 
care of the women and children in Delaware. 
{Laughter 

Mr. DODGE, of Iowa. I am glad to hear it; 
but I must say, in reference to the western coun- 
try, that there are numerous cases in which 
mothers and daughters have performed the ser- 


vices to which [ have alluded, when their settle- 


ments were attacked in the night, and they had | 


not the opportunity to be thus removed. And I 
think, sir, if we are to go on extending the bill in 
this way, it ought to provide for those mothers 
who acted such a noble part, and who sustained 
their sons, and provided them with that which 
was necessary while they were fighting the battles 
of the country. 

The PRESIDENT. Does the Senator from 
lowa offer an amendment ? 

Mr. DODGE, of lowa. No, sir. 

Mr. CLAYTON called for the yeas and nays 
on his amendment, and they were ordered; and 
being taken were—yeas 21, nays 20; as follows: 


I think, sir, there is | 


Senators must cer- | 
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come in as an additional proviso at the end of the 
first section of the bill: 


ind provided also, That where any such officers, sol- 
diers, or volunteers, may have been called out and em- 
bodied by authority of any State, to resist a public enemy, 
they shail be enutled to the benefits of this secon, although 


,; they may not have been paid by the United States. 


I do not remember | 
_ the bill as it stands. 


|| by which you are to ascertain the parties who are 





ail reason, should not those men be paid? 


Mr. BRODHEAD. Mr. President, I rise only 


to ask for the yeas and nays. The amendment, 


| if agreed to, will be the destruction of the bill. 


‘The yeas and nays were ordered. 

Mr. PRATT. ‘Vhe Senator says, as he said 
before, that this amendment will be the destruction 
of the bill. The only argument offered against it 
is his assertion, that it will be the destruction of 
the bill. If weareto be guided by that assertion, 
it will be destructive of the amendment. Now, 
what is his objection to the amendment? The 
honorable Senator supposes the objection to be 


| that, if it be adopted, there will be no means by 
| which you can ascertain the beneficiaries of the 


bill with as much certainty as can be done under 
The pay list is the criterion 


to receive the benefits of the bill, as it now stands. 
If you adopt the amendment, it will be the list, 
furnished by the different States, of the militia of 
those States who have been mustered into the ser- 
vice of the United States. [ apprehend that such 
a list would furnish as accurate a criterion by 
which to judge of the beneficiaries of the bill as 
the other. 

If you look to the reason of the thing, I defy 
any Senator to say that he is not in favor of the 
amendment. Why, sir, there are many people in 
the county in Maryland, in which | formerly lived, 
adjoining your seat of Government, who, during 


| the war, were men of large fortune and wealth. 


They volunteered in the militia service of the 
State, and were mustered into the service of the 
United States. ‘They never asked for, or received, 
any pay; yet the muster-roll shows they were in 
the service, and fought the battles of your coun- 
try, while the British were making their attacks. 
They have never received any pay; but why, in 
‘Lheir 
services are ascertained with as much accuracy as 


| the soldiers of Pennsylvania, or elsewhere, who 


have been paid. 
But, again, I suggested the other day, when a 
similar amendment was before us, that it is very 


| doubtful to my mind whether, under the provis- 


ions of this bill, any soldiers who were enlisted 
in the service of the country in Maryland would 


| receive the bounty, for the reason that the State of 


| Government. 


Maryland has paid them; but up to this very day 
the pay has not been received from the Federal 
We passed, at the last session, a 
bill to give to the State of Maryland a part of that 
pay. It has not yet passed the House of Repre- 


| sentatives, and | do not know that it will pass. 


The question, therefore, might be raised whether 


| they would be entitled to receive the bounty under 


the provisions of the bill. But, sir, no one can 
assign any reason why a man who has fought, 
provided you ascertain the fact that he was asc!- 
dier of the country and fought the battles of the 


country, and has not been paid, should not receive 


YEAS—Messrs. Adams, Badger, Bell sBenjamin, Brain- 


er, Clayton, Cooper, Dodge of Wisconsin, Evans, Fes- 
senden, Foot, Geyer, Gillette, Morton, Pratt, Rockwell, 


Wen ey Sumner, Thompson of Kentucky, and 


NAYS—Mbessrs. Allen, Bright, Brodhead, Brown, Clay, 
Dawson, Dodge of Jowa. Fitzpatrick, Houston, Hunter, 
Jones of lowa, Mallory, Mason, Reid, Rusk, Sebastian, 
pena of New Jersey, Toucey, Weller, and Wright 


So the amendment was agreed to. 


Mr. BADGER. I find, upon a suggestion 
made to me by a friend, that the amendment which 
| offered was in a form to include an object which 
I did not contemplate, and do not wish to attain— 
that is the introducing, to the benefits of the bill, 
of troops who may have been called out in the 
States in feuds and intestine commotions. | 
desire now to offer an amendment so precisely 
drawn as to accomplish the very object which I 
had in view, and which was to give the benefits 
of this section to troops who have been called out 
'n a public war for the purpose of resisting a 
public enemy, and embodied under the State 
authorities, but who may not have been paid by 
the United States. 1 offer this amendment, to 


_a public enemy. 


the bounty rather in preference, than otherwise, 
to the man who has fought and has been paid. 

Mr. SHIELDS. If 1 understand the amend- 
ment aright, it goes much further thaa the hon- 
orable Senator imagines. It goes so far as to 
include all the militia who have bes, called out by 
any State of the Union under any apprehension of 
invasion; and that, | apprehend, wiil include 
nearly all the militia of the sea-board States. 

Mr. PRATT. It requires that they shall have 
been mustered into the service of the United 
States. 

Mr. SHIELDS. No, sir; it does not. 

Mr. PRATT. Thensoalterit. 1 would only 
vote for it in that shape. 

Mr. SHIELDS. That is not the amendment, 
as [ understand it. The words are ‘called out 
and embodied by authority of any State to resist 
” | apprehend that will include 


| nearly all the militia of the several sea-board 
| States at that time, whether they were mustered 


into the service or not. It will go much further 
than I suppose the honorable Senator ever in- 
tended. 


Mr. DOUGLAS. If I understand the amend- 
ment, it is to apply wherever they were mustered 
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into the service of a State, whether in the service 
of the United States or not. In that case it will 
include a very large and meritorious number of 
patriots who have served their States against a 

public enemy. I have butone regretat the: ering 

of it; and that is that it will deprivesemy humble 

self of the power of voting on it, on the ground that 

1 am interested in it. 

Mr. PRATT. I move to insert in the amend- 
ment of the Senator from North Carolina, after 
the words ‘* pubtic enemy,’’ the words ‘* and who 
have been mustered into the service of the United 
States.”’ 

Mr. BADGER. I hope that will not be agreed 
to; and I think my friend is mistaken as to the 
necessity for introducing those words. If these 
men were called out by the authorities of a State 
for the purpose of resisting a public enemy in time 
of war, no man can assign a reason why the 
should not receive the benefits of this bill, sithough 
they were not formally mustered into the service 
of the United States. Are weto announce before- 
hand, in view of any future war, in order, as far 
as we may, to damp the energy of the people of 
the respective States of the Union, when they are 
called together by the executive or legisiative 
authority of the State, that whatever service they 
may render in repelling a public enemy from ou 
borders, Congress will consider them as not enti 
tled to the bounty it may confer upon others? ) 
hope we shall not do that, sir. My amendment 
is now sufficiently guarded. The troops must be 
called out and mustered into service by the author- 
ity ofa State. ‘They must be called out and mus- 
tered for the purpose of resisting a public enemy. 
That implies a state of war, and that they are 
called out for the purpose of resisting that enemy 
in thatwar. Well, now, if it so happens that the 
United States have not paid those troops, is that 
any reason why they should not receive, is it not 
a greater reason why they should receive, the 
berefits of this system of bounty which the bill 
proposes to establish ? 

Now, Mr. President, | know, in regard to my 
own State, that troops were called out during the 
war with England. They were called out on a 
sudden emergency. They were mustered into 
the service of the State. The y were marched, in 
| the service of the State, from the interior to the 

sea-board. They were paid by the State. They 
were never paid by the United States. Now, I 
should be exceedingly glad to know why persone 
standing in that situation have not just the same 
claim upon the Government of the United States 
as the other classes who are mentioned in the bill? 
Recollect, this bill does not propose to pay a debt. 
It does not propose to appropriate land for the 
purpose of meeting any engagement on the part 
of the United States. It is a pure donation for 
pa* servicés to the country, for which we did not 
¢ .tract to give this bounty. That is the whole 
«the bill. Then, sir, ifa class of men are called 
out by State authorities, upon a sudden emer- 
gency, with no opportunity to apply to the author- 
ities of the United States to muster them into the 
service of the United States—if they are mustered 
into the service of the State—if they march against 
the common enemy of the country, I should be 
very glad to know why they have not the same 
claim as others to the bounty of Congress, although 
they were paid by the State, and not by the 
United States? That is the case, and other like 
cases, for which I endeavor te provide. A prin- 
ciple of equality requires that the provision should 
be applied to them as well as to others. 

Mr. PRATT. I know that my distinguished 
friend from North Carolina may suppose that if 
the amendment which I have offered to his amend- 
ment should be adopted, it will destroy entirely 
the utility of his amendment. That proceeds 
upon the hypothesis that it is of no kind of conse- 
quence whether the soldiers were not only called 
out by the State authority of Maryland, but were 
mustered into the service of the United States and 
aid, or not. 

Mr. BADGER. Notat all. 

Mr. PRATT. I understand, but this will meet 
that view with the amendment which I have pro- 
posed. If a vote be taken on the amendment as 
offered by the Senator from North Caroiina, it 
must be defeated; but if it be amended as | pro- 
pose, so that the proposition will only be to pay 
the soldiers of the United States, those who have 

‘been actually brought into the service of the 
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Federal Government, then I say that it cannot be 
rejected, and [ want the yeas and nays to show 
who will vote against it. I hope my friend will 
accept my amendment. 

Mr. BADGER. No, sir, lunderstand the effect 
of this. Some gentlemen here are opposed to this 
bill. My friend from Maryland is not. They 
will vote to encumber my amendment with any 

yrovision that they think will make it unaccepta- 
ey )a majority ‘of tue Senate. Let us see the 
argument of my friend. ‘The treops in Maryland 
were called out by the Stite autuority, they were 
mustered into the service of the United States, but 
were not paid by the United States. Well, he 
says, amend my amendment in the way he sug- 
gests, and the Maryland troops will be provided 
for. I do not offer my amendment solely for the 
benefit of the Marylandtroops. I admitthatthey 
ought to be provided for; but I have stated to him 
another case which ought also to be provided for. 
It was one in which, upon a sudden emergency, 
troops in my State were called out and marched 
from the interior to the sea-board for the purpose 
of repelling an impending attack, and were paid 
by the State. My friend says he does not want 
to pay them; he does not want to give them the 
benefits of this bill. Now, I want to know why? 

Mr. PRATT. I will tell the Senator. 

Mr BADGER. Well, sir. 

Mr. PRATT. According to my _ notion, 
although this is a bounty, the provisions of the 
bill are only to confer the bounty upon the bene- 
ficiaries of it for services rendered to the United 
States. Theland which is to be given, is land 
belonging to the Federal Government. It is for 
services rendered by those in the service of the 
Government to whom the property belongs, that 
the land is to begiven. That is the principle of 
the bill. Now, if the Senator’s amendment be 
adopted, it does not only meet the case to which 
he has referred, and which I have no doubt is 
very proper, but it will meet a thousand other 
cases, which, in his judgment, are not proper to be 
met—cases where a State has called out the mili- 
tia of the State, however unnecessary, provided 
the United States had declared war against any 
other nation. If a war had been declared against 
Spain, and there was not a single Spaniard within 
a thousand miles of the State, and the Governor 
of the State called out the miliua for the purpose 
of muster, or any other purpose—if there was an 
actual existing foreign war, they would come in 
under hisamendment. But they are not mustered 
into the service of the United Siates until their 
services are required under the lederal officers for 
the benefit of the Federal Government. 

Mr. BADGER. The whole substance of my 
friend’s objection to the amendment which | have 
proposed is this: let the améndment be so worded 
as to include the troops in Maryland, and a very 
valuable object is accomplished. Now, [ am in 
favor of giving the bounty to the Maryland troops; 
but I do not think that the beginning, the middle, 
and the ending of the duty of this Government is 
to the troopsin Maryland. My honorable friend 
says they must be mustered into the service of 
the United States) Why? Why? What crite- 
rion is that? Have they rendered any better 
service to the country than if they were embodied 
by a State authority, provided they are embodied 
to resist the publicenemy? My honorable friend 
says we might have a war with Spain, and there 
might not bea Spaniard on this continent. Then, 
sir, the troops could not be embodied for the pur- 
pese of resisting an enemy, because I suppose 
every man will understand that it would be an 
absurdity to embody a parcel of troops with any 
arm that has been heretofore used in the military 
service of the world, to resist a set of Spaniards 
on the other side of the Atlantic. They must 
come within the reach, actual or potential, of some 
sort of arm known to mankind, or else you can- 
not possibly resist them. 

Mr. PRATT. Will my honorable friend 
allow me? 

Mr. BADGER. .No, sir; I am afraid you will 
spoil my speech. 

Mr. PRATT. I thinkI should. 

Mr. BADGER. I do not think you can. Go 


on. 

Mr. PRATT. I want my honorable friend to 
say how it weuld be se absurd for the Governor 
of a State to imagine that, although a public 
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of the Atlantic, they might come here; and, there- 
fore, if he were to call out the militia of the State, 
under the imagination that it was possible the 
public enemy might come here, they would, under 
the amendment, be paid, although, in point of 
fact, they never did resist the public enemy at all, 
and were never mustered, or contemplated to be 
mustered, in the service of the Federal Govern- 
ment for the purpose of resistance 

Mr. BADGER. My friend’s answer only 
involves this—that he can suppose a case where 
the executive and legislative authorities of a State 
ought all to have been put in an asylum; and, 
therefore, if they were all lunatics, they might 
have done the absurdity against which he intends 
to provide by the amendment which he offers to 
mine. ‘That is the effect of it. 

Mr. WELLER. Give us the case. 

Mr. BADGER. I have given it already. I 
know a case in my own State in which the troops 
were called out on a sudden emergency, for the 
purpose of resisting an impending attack on_the 
sea-board. They marched from the interior to 
the ocean. They were paid by the State; not by 
the United States. If we look to the Constitution 
of the United States, we see a clear authority left 
to the States upon that subject. ‘They are pro- 
hibited from engaging in war, except they are 
actually invaded, or in such imminent danger of 
invasion as will not give them an opportunity of 
applying to the central authority of the country. 
The effect of the incorporation of the amendment 
of the Senator from Maryland in what I propose 
would be, that we should announce beforehand, 
and to all time, that if the citizens of any State are 
embodied under the authority of that State to resist 
any invasion, however sudden, and however ab- 


solutely necessary it may be that immediate resist- | 


ance should be opposed in order to repel it, yet 
they will be considered as out of the charities of 
the General Government, for they will have done 
no service to the Union by protecting its soil from 
the invasion of a foreign enemy; they will have 
done no service to the Union by driving a public 
enemy from that soil! Why? Because the ne- 
cessities of the case required them to act before 
they could consult the authorities of the General 
Government. Is there any logic inthat? Does 
it meet any response from a patriotic heart? Is 
not the service the same which is rendered to the 
country in the cne case as in the other? And do 
you not, by this unjust and odious discrimination, 
do all that you can to prevent the State authorities, 
mm any sudden emergency, from calling forth their 
troops, and repelling the public enemy, by inform- 


| ing them beforehand, that if they do so, Congress 


| muster? Now, suppose a war were to be declared | 


will consider the officers and soldiers who served 
on the occasion, as not entitled to their bounty at 
all? 

Sir, Iam in favor of paying the troops called out 
in the State which my honorable friend so ably 


represents; but if his amendment is put upon | 


mine, if such an odious discrimination is to be 


made, I shall undoubtedly vote against my own 
amendment. 


Mr. PRATT. Isubmit to my honorable friend | 
himself whether, upon more calm reflection, he | 
will not consider that the argument which he has | 


made consists in denunciation, in using terms— 
not reason. He asks what patriotic heart would 
respond to this amendment, if the one which I 
have proposed to it be adopted; or, what patriotic 
heart could resist the amendment which he has 
proposed ? 

Mr. BADGER. What patriotic heart could 
respond to the discrimination ? 


Mr. PRATT. He says further, that every 


| Legislature and every Governor who would act 


upon the hypothesis which | have put, you must 
imagine fit for a lunatic asylum. Sir, | do not 


propose to enter into an argument upon that at | 


all; but let me put this case to the honorable 


Senator himself. Does he not know that, in times | 


of peace, the militia of every State are organized 


|| by the State authority itself; that they are called 


out in every State of the Union, in times of peace, 


by State authority, and that they are paid by the | 
State government for the days of the year when | 


they are called out for the purpose of militia 


by Great Britain to-morrow, under our existing 
laws, the militia, according to the present organi- 
zation of Maryland, and, I suppose, in the State 
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meet once, or twice, or three times a year, for 1}, 
purpose of drill; and for the days that they 
meet they are paid by the Siate govern, 
Here, then, in the case which | suppose, of » 4 
claration of war by Great Britain, there wou), 
a public war. Under the State authority, 
militia are all embodied, and meet once & y¢,, 
and they are all paid. Then there is every 
feature of the amendment which the honors 
Senator proposes; yet there is no public « 
nearer than the island of Great Britain; and ; 
is no arm which has yet been invented 
could reach from here to London; bur ¢) 
militia would come in under the amend 
unless my proposition be agreed to. 

The militia are already embodied in every Siat, 
of the Union. The guns belonging to the Feders) 
Government—your muskets and your cannon— 
are sent to every State of the Union from the P.q. 
eral armories. I think, sir, my friend cannot gy. 
swer the proposition. If war were declared py 
Great Britain to-morrow, under the present or. 
ganization of the militia in every State of 
Union, as soon as they had one meeting wh, 
was paid for by the State Government, it woul). 
with the Senator’s amendment, bring them jp as 
beneficiaries under this bill. If the Senator takes 
the broad ground that we should distribute the 
public lands as widely as possible, and that these 
would be as beneficial objects for this distributioy 
as any other, I might be willing to go for it; by 
{ cannot see that there is any reason why the mi- 
litia coming within the purview of his amendment 
should be taken in preference to any other citizen 
of the United States in the granting of this bounty, 

Mr. BADGER. My friend says that, upon the 
terms of the amendment, if, in a war with Great 
Britain, the troops in any State were called out 
for the purpose of drill, in the ordinary militia 
operations of any State, they would be entitled to 
the bounty. 1 have only to say that, if he thinks 
so, he and I differ entirely. I can conceive the 
case of a public war, and the militia being called 
out for the purpose of drill, but not to resist a 
public enemy. I suppose everybody else can do 
so; and my amendment proposes only to extend 
the benefits of the bill to those who have been 
called out in the case of a public war by the 
authority of a State, and embodied to resist the 
public enemy. It is a strange idea of my friend 
from Maryland, that persons engaged in the ordi- 
nary drill, if there happen to be a war, are called 
out to resist the publicenemy. That seems to be 
a strange notion. 

I think I may say that my friend has said noth- 
ing to relieve his objection from what I have 
stated: that if there were no soldiers belonging to 
an enemy on this side of the Atlantic, no Governor 
of a State, no Legislature of a State would call out 
the troops to resist them, until we get arms of 
sufficient strength to reach across the broad Atlan- 
tic. I hope the amendment of my friend from 
Maryland will not be agreed to. 

Mr. RUSK. Ihave voted against amendments 
introducing into the bill two classes who were 
not mustered into the serviceof the United States, 
but I shall vote for this; and I desire tosay a word 
or two in explanation of my votes. I voted 
against the Plattsburg amendment. They were 
not mustered Jinto the service of the United 
| States, and I voted against the amendment; but | 
do not wish to make a discrimination. I am un- 
willing to select one State, and extend the benefi's 
|| of the bill to a class of men, and not extend it to 
the same class in all the other States of the Union. 
I have no doubt that the case is as stated by the 
honorable Senator from North Carolina, that the 
militia were called out by the State for the pur- 
pose of resisting the public enemy. In the other 
cases they were ek out by the States for the 
purpose of defending theirterritory. ‘Those cases 
have been put into the bill, and as the Senate has 
put them in, I cannot agree to make discrimination 
by voting against this amendment. The number 
who may be brought in under it does not alter the 
principle. If there were five hundred thousand, 
the principle is the same. I voted against both 
those amendments; but, I repeat, I will not cas! 4 
| vote to exclude one State from the benefits of & 
| principle which has been extended to another 
State. 

Mr. THOMPSON, of Kentucky. It is very 

well known, sir, that I am in favor of this bill 


Crit 


a 


enemy was, for the time being, on the other side || represented by the honorable Senator himself, | and of its provisions as originally proposed, but 
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-geems to me that the number of amendments, 
iifferent views that are expressed, and the 
riety of opinion that we see exhibited here, 
there is no probability that we shall 
anything in the shape of a bill that the 

upon to-day. I do not know 
iay be as to any other time. And, 
for the bill, and things being in the entangle- 
t we see, | move that the Senate do now 


sir 
Bll, 


| tion was not agreed to. 
Mr. Prarr’s amendment to the amendment 
was not agreed to, there being, on a division— 


aye 12, noes 51. 

“The question then recurring on Mr. Bancer’s 
amendment, it was taken by yeas and nays, and 
resulted—yeas 24, nays 16; as follows: 

yrAs—Messrs. Allen, Badger, Benjamin, Brainerd, 
Butler, Clay, Clayton, Cooper, Douglas, Evans, Fessen- 
den. Fizpatrick, Foot, Giileue, James, Jones of Tennes- 
see, Mallory, Morton, Rockwell, Rusk, Sewaid, Sumner, 
Wade. and Weller—24. 

NAYS—Messrs. Bright, Brodhead, Dawson, Dodge of 
Wiscossin, Dodge of lowa, Houston, Hunter, Jones of 
jowa, Mason, Reid, Sebastian, Shields, Stuart, Toucey, 
Wells, and Wright—16. 

So the amendment was agreed to. 

Mr. SHIELDS. 1 offer the following amend- 
ment: 

Sec. —. And be it further enacted, That the provis- 
jons of this bill shall apply to the rangers who served on 
the frontiers against the indians. 


Mr. STUART. I move that the Senate ad- 
journ. 

Mr. DOUGLAS. I trust we shall get through 
with this bill before we adjourn. 

The motion was agreed to, and the Senate ad- 
journed. 


HOUSE OF REPRESENTATIVES. 
Tuespay, January 23, 1855. 

The House met at twelve o’clock, m. 
by Rev. Henry Sticer. 

The Journal of yesterday was read and approved. 
Mr. HARLAN, of Ohio, obtained the floor. 
Mr. CLINGMAN. [I insist upon the regular 

order of business. I do not know for what pur- 
nose the gentleman from Ohio has risen, but I 
object to anything out of order. 

Mr. HUNT. [hope the gentleman will, at least, 
permit me to have a communication from the Sec- 
retary of War referred to the proper committee. 

Mr. HARLAN. I simply desire to report, from 
the Committee on Commerce, a bill to change the 
name of a vessel. 1 hope the gentleman will not 
object to that. 

Mr. CLINGMAN. I see there are a good 
many gentlemen seeking the floor. I think we 
had better have the regular order of business. 

Mr. FULLER. I would suggest to the gentle- 
man from North Carolina, that a half hour every 
morning would dispose of all business of this kind. 

Mr. CLINGMAN. I insist upon the regular 
order of business. 

The SPEAKER. Unless the motion made 
yesterday, by the gentleman from Tennessee, 
(Mr. Jones,] to lay upon the table the motion to 
reconsider the vote by which the Pacific railroad 
bill was recommitted to the select committee, be 
called up, the business first in order will be the 
bill for the relief of Belden & Co. 

Mr. JONES, of Tennessee. 1 presume it is 
the wish of the House to dispose of my motion 
this morning; but, at thesame time, I should prefer 
that there should bea full House, or something 
like it, when the question is taken. 

Mr. FULLER. I would suggest to the gentle- 
man from North Carolina that he had better with- 
draw his demand for the regular order of business 
for a few minutes. 

Mr. CLINGMAN. I will withdraw it for ten 
minutes. 

NEW REGISTER. 


Mr. HARLAN, of Ohio, then, by unanimous 
consent, reported, from the Committee on Com- 
merce, a bill ** to change the names of the Ameri- 
can-built vessels J. H. Holmes and Franklin 
Pierce;”” which was read in extenso by the Clerk. 

The bill was ordered to be engrossed and read 
a third time, and being engrossed, it was accord- 
ingly read tne third time, and passed. 


OFFICIAL DELINQUENCY IN KANSAS. | 
Mr. EDGERTON. [ask theunanimous con- || 


Prayer 


sent of the House to introduce the following reso- 
lution: 


Resolve’, That the Secretary of the Interior be requested 
to communicate to the Ilouse, at his earliest convenience, 
what steps have been taken to carry out the ons of 
the treaty with the Delaware | May 6, 1854, as 
far as relates tothe lands ceded in trust to the United States. 
Also, all the evidence in his Department touching the un- 
lawful occupation of portions of that cession, or any other 
Indian lands in Kansas Territory vee thie 


ers at Fort 


Stipuitat 


dians, of 


, Or ony trespasses 


same; and what participation any Army offi 

Leavenworth have bad in making settlements on the Dela 
Ware cessions or any other Indian lands ; also, whether any 
officers of the civil. military, or Indian service in that Ter 


ritory, have been charged with speculating in Indian lands, 
and if so, the evidence; also, Whether any complaints have 
been made that the miiitary does not respond there to 
proper demands of the Interior Department, and if se, the 
evidence; also, whether any charges of official delin- 
quency have been made against the Cominissioner of Indian 
Affairs, if so, what; and all the information in the Laterior 
Departnent connected wiih these inquiries. 


Mr. TWEED. 

Mr. ORR. 
his objection. 

Mr. TWEED. I object to the introduction of 
the resolution, because it is going a round about 
way to make charges against officers of the Army. 

Mr. EDGERTON. I hope the gentleman will 
withdraw his objection. 

Mr. TWEED. i will withdraw it. 

There being no objection, the resolution was 
then received and passed. 


TERRITORIAL BUSINESS. 

Mr. RICHARDSON. 1 ask the unanimous 
consent of the House to set apart Monday, Tues- 
day, and Wednesday of next week, for the con- 
sideration of territorial business. 

Mr. BRIDGES. I wish to inquire of the gen- 


we 


I object. 
I trust the gentleman will withdraw 


tleman from Illinois how many railroad bills are 


to come up as territorial business ? 

Mr. RICHARDSON. ‘There are none coming 
from the Committee on the Territories. As to 
what has been reported by the Committee on 


| Public Lands [ have no knowledge, and can give 


the gentleman no information. 

Mr. BRIDGES. Will the gentleman permit 
me to ask him to exclude railroad bills from the 
business he proposes to make the special order? 

Mr. RICHARDSON. I have no control over 
the matter. I ask that the rezular territorial busi- 
ness may be made the special order. 

Mr. BRIDGES. Then I object. 

Mr. RICHARDSON. Well, sir, rather than 


| to accomplish nothing, I will accept the proposi- 


tion of the gentleman, and exclude railroad bills 
from the territorial business, which I ask the 
House to make a special order. 

Mr. BRIDGES. Then | withdraw my ob- 


| jection. 


The propositien of Mr. Ricuarpson was then 
acceded to. 

Mr. JONES, of Tennessee. I rise toa privi- 
leged question. I move to reconsider the vote by 
which the territorial business was made the spe- 
cial order, and to lay the motion to reconsider upon 


| the table. 


Mr. FULLER. I hope the gentleman will not 
make it the special order for Monday. If that is 
the proposition, I object. 

{Cries of ** Too late!’’) 

Mr. HOUSTON. It is too late to object, for 


the order has already been made by the House. 


| I think Monday should be included in the special 


order; for we shall do nothing else if it is not. 

Mr. FULLER. If it is too late to object, I 
hope the House will reconsider the vote by which 
the order was made. 

The SPEAKER. The Chair would suggest to 
the gentleman from Tennessee, [Mr. Jones,]} that 
it is hardly necessary to move to lay the motion 
to reconsider upon the table, as the motion to 
reconsider is not debatable. 

Mr. JONES. 1 have no objection to withdraw- 
ing the motion to lay upon the table. 

The question was taken; and the House refused 
to reconsider the vote by which the order was 


made. 
| Mr. EDGERTON. I rise toa privileged ques- 
tion. I moveto reconsider the vote by which the 


resolution offered by myself some minutes ago 
was adopted, and to lay the motion to reconsider 
upon the table. 

The question was taken; and the latter motion 
agreed to. 


NAVIGATION LAWS. 
Mr. FULLER, by unanimous consent, intro- 
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duced a bill ‘*toamend and co: late the navica- 


SOL 


tion, revenue, and collection laws of the United 
. . . 

States, and for other purpose which was read 
a first and second time by and 


: relerred to 
the Committee on Commerce 
MILITARY 


Mr. LIUNT. 


OF 


DEFENSE LOUISIANA. 
A communication \ 


“ ye lay 
received by this Elouse from the War Depart. 
ment, in relation to the military defense fora cer- 
tain point in the State of Louisiana, which was 
laid upon the table, and ordered to be printed. | 
ask that the House will reconsider its action in 


disposing of that communication, and thatit may 
be referred to the Committee on Military Affairs. 
It was so ordered. 


A. J. HEATON. 

Mr. MACE, by unanimous consent, and in 
pursuance of previous notice, introduced a bill 
‘‘for the relief of Andrew Heaton;”’ 
which was read a first and second time by its title, 
and referred to the Committee on Public Lands. 


Jackson 


RAILROAD IN KANSAS. 

Mr. WHITFIELD, by unanimous consent, 
and in pursuance of previous notice, introduced a 
bill ‘* granting the right of way to the Wyandot 
and Pawnee railroad through the public lands in 
Kansas Territory;’’ which was read twice } 


y us 
title, and referred to the Committee on Public 
Lands. 

Also, a bill **granting Fort Scott reserve to 


” 


the Territory of Kansas for school purposes; 
which was read twice by its title, and referred to 
the Committee on Military Affairs. 

Mr. COBB. _ I think that last bill should have 
been referred to the Committee on Public Lands. 

Mr. WHITFIELD. Iwill simply say that 
it relates to a reserve in Kansas Territory which 
is under the control of the military authorities. 

Mr. COBB. Itrelates toa grantof land. ever- 
theless. I have no particular objection, ho.«ever, 
to the reference. 


WITHDRAWAL OF PAPERS. 


On motion by Mr. TWEED, it was 

Ordered, That leave be granted for the withdrawal from 
the files of the House of the petition and papers of William 
Brown, and that they be reterred to the Committee on 
Pensions. 


IMPROVEMENTS IN NEW JERSEY. 

Mr. PENNINGTON, by unanimous consent, 
and in pursuance of previous notice, introduced a 
bill ** for continuing the improvement of the har- 
bor of Newark and of Passaic river, and of 
Newark bay, in New Jersey;’’ which was reada 
first and second time by its title, and referred to 
the Committee on Commerce. 


P. S. RIDGWAY. 

Mr. STUART, of Ohio, by unanimous consent, 
reported, from the Committee on Invalid Pensions, 
a bill ** for the relief of Paul S. Ridgway, of Ohio,” 
which was read a first and second time by its utle, 
and referred to a Committeeof the Whole House. 

NEW REGISTER. 

Mr. CUTTING. [ask the unanimous consent, 
of the House to take from the Speaker’s table a 
Senate bill to authorize the Secretary of the 
Treasury to grant a register to the bark Colonist. 
The vessel is nearly ready for sea, and the case 
requires immediate action. 

No objection being made, the bill was taken 
from the Speaker’s table, and read a first and 
second time by its title, as follows: 

An act to authorize the issue of a register to the 
bark Colonist by the name of The Lilly. 

The bill was then ordered to a third reading; 
and was subsequently read a third time, and 
passed. 

BILLS REPORTED. 

Mr. FAULKNER, by unanimous consent, 
reported, from the Committee on Military Affairs, 
the following bills; which were severally read 
twice by their respective titles, ordered to be 
printed, and referred as indicated below: 

An act for the construction of milit roads in 
Oregon Territory. Referred to the Committee of 
the Whole on the state of the Un: 

A bill granting a pension te Joseph McCormick. 

teferred to a Committee of the Whole House; 
and 

A bill authorizing the Secretary of War to pur- 
chase sites, and contract for the erection of arse- 


uy 
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nais in Texas and New Mexico, and in the Ter- 
ritory of Washington or Oregon. Referred to 
the Committee of the Whole on the state of the 
Un on. 


Mr. F. also, from the same committee, reported 
back, without amendment, Senate resoiution ** in 
relation to surgeons’ mates in the Army of the 
Revolution.’’ Referred to the Committee of the 
W hole on the state of the Union. 


BILLS INTRODUCED. 


Mr. LINDSLEY, by unanimous consent, and 
in pursuance of previous notice, introduced the 
following bills; which were read a first and second 
time by their respective titles, and severally re- 
ferred to the Committee on Commerce: 

A bill for preserving and improving the harbor 
of Sandusky City, Ohio; 

A bill for completing the west pier at Huron, 
Ohio; and 

A bill for the repair and completion of the east 
and vest piers at Vermillion, Ohio. 

Mr. INGERSOLL. 1 now call for the recular 
order of business. 

Mr. JONES, of Tennessee. I ask for the con- 
sideration of the privileged motion submitted by 
me yesterday evening. 


NAVY-YARD AT BRUNSWICK. 


Mr. SEWARD, by unanimous consent, pre- 
sented the petition of one hundred and twenty-five 
citizens praying for the establishment of a navy- 
yard at Brunswick, Georgia. 

Mr.S. said: | ask the indulgence of the House 
while I make a few remarks in relation to that 
peu ion. 

No objection was made. 

ir. SEWARD. Early during the last session 
of Congress I introduced a resolution, which I 
had referred to the Committee on Naval Affairs, in 
relation to the establishment of a naval depot at 
Brunswick, in the State of Georgia. That sub- 
ject has also been referred to the same committee 
during the present session. I want now to call 
the attention of the Hlouse, and of the country, to 
this question, and to ascertain whether the regular 
standing committees havea right to control the 
business of this House, to make their committee 
rooms the graves of the public business, and to 
destroy the independence and strike down the 
power of the Representatives of the people ti 
the legislation of the country. In connection 
with this subject, it is proper for me to remark, 
hat $3,000,000 were appropriated for the pur- 
pose of constructing six steam frigates, as It 
was understuod that the defense of the country 
demanded that expenditure of money, and that 
the relations which this Government sustained to 
Cuba required that some means of defense should 
be adopted. 
the United States sent a message to Congress 
specially on that subject. The Committee on 
Foreign Affairs, to whom that matter was referred, 
have allowed it to sleep from that time to this 
And I have been utterly astonished at that, from 
the fact that, when that message was presented to 
the House, the chairman of that committee [Mr. 
Bayiy, of Virginia] got up and made a speech, 
asserting that the message excited his admiration. 
And yet no report has since been made on that 
subject. 

Now, sir, | want the country to understand 
that the business in Congress is managed more 
by committees, and that committees possess more 
power in legislation than the House of Represent- 
atives itself, under the present system. It is so, 
not only with the committee to which I have 
specially alluded, but with the other committees, 
also; and I here assert my opinion that two thirds 
of the legislation of Congress is managed by the 
heads of Departments, instead of being managed 
by the Representatives of the people. 

Mr. INGERSOLL. I rise to a point of order. 
I made no objection to the gentleman from Georgia 
being permitted to make a speech, because | sup- 
posed that his remarks would be confined to the 
subject of the petition which he presented, and 
that those remarks would be very few. I object 
to his being allowed to make a speech on a different 
subject. 

‘The SPEAKER. The extent to which the gen- 
tleman may go, was certainly not marked out by 
the House for the guidance of the Speaker, but the 


House gave him unanimous consent to make a || 


In March, | believe, the President of 


speech, and the Chair will not undertake to con- 
fine him to any particular course of remarks. 

Mr. BAYLY, of Virginia. I entirely acquiesce 
in the sentiment expressed by the Chair; but I 
hone itis understood that | am to be permitted to 
reply to the gentleman from Georgia. 

Mr. SEWARD. I complain that the system 
isa crying evil, and believe that, if committees are 
permitted to carry on the business of the country 
in this way, it will giverise toa system of corrup- 
tion in this Government. I do not wish to be un- 
derstood as making any charges of corruption 
against committees; [ make no such charges; but 
I say that the tendency of this thing is evil; and, 
as a Representative here, standing on this floor, I 
am not disposed to see the rights and interests of 
my constituents sacrificed and buried by commit- 
tees, at their whim, in their committee rooms. 
These committees are not the judges of what the 
country may want; and it is their business either 
to make a favorable or an adverse report on the 
matters referred to them, and then leave the House 
to take action upon their report, and let the Repre- 
sentatives of the people decide what is proper and 
what is not proper. 

if the Committee on Naval Affairs had investi- 
gated the subject in connection with the estab- 
lishing a naval depot at Brunswick, it would have 
been ascertained that it is one of the best harbers 
on the South Atlantic coast; that the location is 
exceedingly healthy; that it is accessible to the 
finest Umber region in the world; that any quan- 
tity of pine and white-oak timber necessary for 
the building and repairing of vessels could be pro- 
cured at comparatively little expense; and that 
an abundant supply of provisions could be had 
as cheap or cheaper than In any market in the 
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United States; that no contagious diseases or epi- | 


demics have ever prevailed there; and that every 
consideration that could be offered to convince the 
judgment, would have satisfied them of the fit- 
ness of this point for a naval station; and that the 
wants of the Government demanded that this 
point should be selected for this purpose, and the 
works erected to make it available. 

Large quantities of timber are now procured ad- 
jacent to Brunswick, and shipped to other points 
north, for ship building; and so far as the wants 
of the Government are concerned, it would bea 
creat saving to establish a navy-yard at Brunswick. 
Bat the committee have thought proper to stifle 
inquiry, by taking no action thereon. 

itis proper, as I have made complaint against 
the standing committees of this House, that I 
should again advert to the Committee on Foreign 
Affairs. The President, in his message in ref- 
erence to our difficulties with Spain, informed the 
country that aggressions had been committed upon 
our rights, and our national flag insulted, and asked 
Congress to furnish provisional means for the vin- 
dication of the rights of our citizens, and for the 
protection of the national honor; which the chair- 
man of this committee [Mr. Bayty, of Virginia] 
said excited his admiration; and yet, sir, even unti 
now, that gentleman has been as silent as the grave 
upon this subject. And because of this silence, 
Congress has not acted. The annual message of 
the President being silent upon this subject, the 
country was somewhat surprised; and I can only 
find a reason for this in the fact, that the Repre- 
sentatives of the people here did not sustain him, 
and their want of action is justly attributable to 
the refusal of the Committee on Foreign Affairs to 
place the House in possession of such information 
as was necessary to enable them to act wisely and 
understendingly. Whatelse, sir, must necessarily 
have followed from this course? 
cessity of the thing, Mr. Soulé, our Minister to 


Spain, was forced, under instructions from his | 


Government, to abandon the high position he had 
assumed in the early part of his mission, for the 
protection of American rights and honor. He 
must have felt humiliated; and, under this mortifi- 
cation of feeling, he could do nothing else but re- 
sign. For this the President is not to blame. If 
there is any censure due, the fault rests upon this 


much, as the time of the country is precious, I 
will close my remarks. 


Mr. INGERSOLL. I now call for the regular | 
|| previous question? 


order of business. 
CORRECTION OF THE JOURNAL. 


Mr. CARPENTER. | rise to a question of || from New Jersey [Mr. 


| committee, and nowhere else. Having said this | 


} 
| 
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privilege. In relation to the motion made yester. 
day by the gentleman from Tennessee, [M, 
Jones,] to recommit the Pacific railroad bill to the 
select committee of thirteen, | find that My vote 
is not recorded. I voted in the affirmative, and | 
ask that my vote be so recorded. 

Mr. KEITT. Yes; I heard the gentleman 
from New York (Mr Carpenter] vote aye. 

There beirg no objection, the Speaker directed 
the vote of Mir. Carpenter to be placed upon the 
minutes, 

Vir. INGERSOLL. I now insist upon the 
ular order of business. 

THE PACIFIC RAILROAD BILL. 

The SPEAKER. The question before the 
House is on laying on the table the motion to re. 
consider the vote by which the House yesterday 
recommitted the Pacific railroad bill. Does the 
gentleman from Tennessee [Mr. Jones} withdraw 
his motion to lay on the table‘ 

Mr. JONES. No, sir. I do not. 

The SPEAKER. Then the pending question 
is upon laying the motion to reconsider on the 
table. 

Mr. FLORENCE. On that motion I ask for 
the yeas aud nays. 

The yeas and nays were ordered. 

The question was taken; and it was decided jn 
the affirmative—yeas 95, nays 94; as follows: 


YEAS—Messrs. Abercrombie, Aiken, Thomas IT. Bayly, 
tall, Belcher, Bell, Beunett, Benson, Bocock, Boyce, 
Breckinridge, Bridges, Brooks, Carpenter, Caskie, Chand- 
ler, Chase, Chastain, Churchwell, Clingman, Cobb, Col. 
quiti, Craige, Crocker, Cullom, Curtis, Eastman, Faulk. 
ner, Fenton, Flagler, Franklin, Fuller, Giddings, Goode, 
Goodwin, Hamilton, Aaron Harlan, Haven, Houston, Hunt, 
Ingersoll, Daniel T. Jones, George W. Jones, J. Glaney 
Jones, Keitt, Kerr, Kidwell. Kittredge, Kurtz, Letcher, 
Lewis, McQueen, Maurice, Maxwell, May, Meacham, 
Middieswarth, Millson, Morgan, Morrison, Murray, An- 
drew Oliver, Orr, Packer, Peck, Pennington, Bishop Per 
kins, Phillips, Powell, Pratt, Pringle, Puryear, Reese, 
Rogers, Ruffin, Russell, Sage, Sapp, Seward, Seymour, 
Shaw, Shower, Simmons, Skelton, William R. Sinith, 
George W. Smyth, John J. Taylor, Tellier, Trout, Van- 
sant, Wade, Walsh, Wheeler, Witte, and Hendrick B. 
Wright—95. 

NAYS—Messrs. James C. Allen, Willis Allen, Banks, 
Barksdale, Barry, Benton, Bliss, Bristow, Caruthers, 
Chamberlain, Carisman, Clark, Cook, Cox, Cutting, John 
G. Davis, Thomas Davis, Dawson, Dick, Disney, Drum, 
Dunbar, Dunham, Eddy, Edgerton, Edmands, Ellison, 
Etheridge, Everhart, Farley, Florence, Gamble, Green 
wood, Grey, Andrew J. Harlan, Wiley P. Harris, Harrison, 
Hendricks, Henn, Hill, owe, Hughes, Johnson, Roland 
Jones, Knox. Lamb, Lane, Latham, Lindley, Lindsley, 
MeCulioch, McDougall, Macy, Matteson, Smith Miller, 
Nichols, Noble, Norton, Olds, Mordeeai Oliver, Parker, 
Johu Perkins, Pheips, Preston, Richardson, David Ritchie, 
Thomas Ritchey, Robbins, Sabin, Singleton, Samuel A. 
Smith, Sollers, Frederick P. Stanton, Richard HH. Stanton, 
Straub, Andrew Stuart. John L. Taylor, Nathaniel G. Tay- 
lor, Thurston, Tweed, Upham, Walbridge, Waiker, Wal- 
lev, Warren, Ellihu B. Washburne, Israel Washburn, 
Wells, John Wentworth, Tappan Wentworth, Westbrook, 


ree 


| Daniel Bb. Wright, Yates, and Zollicoffer—94. 


So the motion to reconsider the vote by which 


' the Pacific railroad bill was recommitted to the 
| select committee was laid upon the table. 


Pending the announcement of the vote, 

Mr. HIBBARD said:' Mr. Speaker, I have 
paired off on this bill with Mr. AppLeton, whois 
in favor of the bill. I, therefore, do not vote. 

Mr. SHAW. 1 desire to state, Mr. Speaker, 


| that Mr. Wane, of Ohio, is necessarily detained 
| from his seat in the House by indisposition. 


Mr. READY. I desire to state that | have 


| paired off on this bill with Mr. Smitn, of Virginia, 


who would have voted no. 
SAMUEL A. BELDEN AND COMPANY. 
The SPEAKER pro tempore, (Mr. Ricnarpsov 


'in the chair.) The bill for the relief of Samuel 


From-the ne- || A. Belden & Co. is the business pending as first in 


|order. The gentleman from Virginia [Mr. Mitt- 


son] moved to commit it to a Committee of the 
Whole House; and upon that metien has called 
for the previous question. 

Mr. HUNT. Mr. Speaker 

The SPEAKER protempore, (interrupting.) No 
debate is in order tll the demand for the previous 
question be disposed of. 

Mr. HUNT. Iam happy to say, sir, that the 
honorable gentleman from Virginia [Mr. Mutt- 
son] telis me he desires to withdraw that motion. 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. Does the gentle- 
man from Virginia withdraw his demand for the 





Mr. MILLSON. I moved the previous ques- 
tion under these circumstances: The gentleman 
Sxz.ron] had asked the 





“ 
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